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. To the Reader, 


To all that love che Lord Jeſus Chriſt in Sin- 


cerity, Grace and Peace be multiplyed. 


to be the Mother of Corfſion:, which is one reaſon 

why I have ſhewed my Oppoſers the abſurdneſs of 
their Arguments : for it is better to be aſhamed of our 
Errors here, then to be clothed with ſhame in the day 
of the Lord: but the way to eſcape this ſhame, is, to 
ve reſped to all Gods Commandments, Pal. 119-6. 
Rev. 22. 14. AU that T deſire from my Oppoſers is, 
that they would ſgiouſly aud ponderonſly conſider the 


Guts the daughter of ſin, yet ſomtines it proves 


, tendency of th:ir own Arguments, the which, I am ſure, 


would make them aſhamed of all that they have done 3 


for this Notion of aboliſhing of the whole Law at the 


death of Chriſt, ſtrikes at the root of all Religion at 
once, even at Redemption it ſelf by Jeſus Chriſt 3 for 
we have Redemption by Chriſts being made under the 
Law, and under the Curſe of the Law; But if the Jews 
were onely under the Law, and under the Curſe , and 
this Law was aboliſhed at the death of Chriſt, What 
Redemption have we Gentiles by Chriſts being made un- 
der the Law, andunder the Curſe of it z ſeeing we were 
never under the Law , nor under the Curſe of it, if 
this DoFrine be true £ But it is proved apparently falſe 
from Gal. 3. 13, 14. and Gal. 4. 4, 5>* for the bleſſeng 
of Abraham comes pon the Gentiles, and the Gentiles 

4p A 2 receive 
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receive the Adoption of Sons, and at by Chri ng. 
p. > 97 apr po pur pu ayes rd pr, 


And I do wonder how men can let ſuch groſi abſurdities 


le at their doors, without removing of them ; by ſhew- 
ing Of they can) how Redemption. by Jeſus Chriit may 
be held forth, without ſtating «U men under the Law, 
and under the Curſe of the Law, or elſe confeſs their 
Error, and give Glory to God. 


I have here fhewed the grofineſs of M. Ruſlels Aren-. 


ments, with ſome of M. Ives's alſs 5 which is enough to 
Corre@ ' hem, if the Lord give them tender, m.l ing.and 
wederſtanding hearts © F have written ſomwhat furthey 
in anſwer to M. Ives,” which may come to light in due 
tie ; for'l was not willing todd it unto this Book, leſt 
it ſhould be too bulkey and chargeable. 

If any ſay I am beſides the work of this day in med- 
ling with things that are in Controverſie amongif the 
Saints, when as we ſhould be atvaring oy Love and 
DUnity. To the which I anſwer,That be that loves God, 
loves the Saints of Cod,*1 John 5. 1. And this is the 
Love of God, that we keep his Commandinents : v. 3. 
And by this we know that we love the .Children of 
God, when we love God, and keep his Command- 
ments, 1 John4.'2: So that we mult let our affeFions 
run towards the children of God in truth ; that is, 
through Gods Commandments; andnot in Error which 
#s rather flattery then love : for if it ba hatred to ſuffer 


- ſin to lyenpon a Brother, it muit needs be lue to re- 


move it ; and certainly the preſent day calls for a tho+ 


row Reformation; Even to leek and keep all the Com-. 
mandments of the Lord, 1 Chron, 28, 8, for a thorgw 
turn- . 
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4 it a rare _ a man that is willing to be thorowly re- 
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3» * ah TOLD tt bt, 
3 twring into the way of Gods Precepts , will thorowly 
turn the bearts or fe Art owe towards another, and « 
turm the hand of God upon all the enemies of bis Truth 
end people : for that which wakes the Saints ta differ is 
derkeeſ \ but Gods word is light, and therefore it. is the "I 
! duty of all the children of the Truth , ts come unto the *Y 
L ght, that they may be one in the Truth, andwalkin all no 
the Commandments and Ordinances of the Lord blame- AK] 
lefs 5 which will be found acceptable ts God by -Jeſus ; 
Chrift, when af pretended Spiritwalities age:nſt the 
plain truth will come to nothing. | 

0h how ſhould our hearts breake(xreelt within ns under 
the ſenſe of this that notwithſtanding the experience of 
the bitter fruit brought forth by the Saints Diviſions, yet 


_ 4 
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formed ;, that is willing to bring all hit pradiſes and 
principles to be tryed by Gods Word, and by bis ſervants; 
for although there is acry in 4 general way for a thorow 
turning to the Lord , yet moit pucn. bave ſome corrupt 
principle or praiſe, that hath this Inſcription upon it, 
[ Touch me not] wherein wen have Truth on their ſides, 
therein they are willing to be felt and handled; but 
wherein they are in Error, therein they muit nok be tou- 
ched : but 'it is high time totake with us words, and _ 
turn unto the Lord,and ſay to him , Take away all Inj- 
quity, let our ſis be fins of Ignorance, or fins againit 
light, yet we ſhould pray to the Lord to take them all _ 
away; and in ſo doing, we cloſe in with Gods deſigne ine 
the gift of his dear Son, who ſhed his precious blood that 
he m:ght purge us both from the guilt and filsb of all fix ; 
Therefore lot us not under the pretence. of love to Cirifh, 
an 
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| +To:the Reader. 
{and love te his people, plead for the Tranſgreſſion of the 
Law, which js ſin. for this # to betray Chrift with a uf. 
And how dwell4 the love of Chriit inns, if me can_har- 
 baur any one of theſe ſits which crucified hint # 1 be Di- 
vel great Debgy at this day is, te deprive us of the Seri- 
ptures of Truth, becauſe they are the ſword of the Spirit, 
by which we muſt reſiit htm ; ſome are perſwaded to for- 
Jake them all as a Ryulegand betake themſelves to a dark 
Lanthory, or blind Natures - light, which they call the 
light within them ; and in theſe ſecret Chambers they ſay 
Chri#t is only to be found + but remember the word of 
E xbortation, Mat.24-26. Believe it not. Others there 
are that cannot part with all the Scriptures, do readily 
pert with the greateiÞ part of theme as their Rule, to pre- 
vent their coming under the power of Gods fourth Com- 
mandment ; {e that nothing muit be their Knle but what 
* given forthin the New Teſtament ; nor that neither, 
for the four Evengeliſts they commonly flee from , when 
they are hard put to it about the Sabbath : Butall Scri- 
pture is given by inſpiration of God, and is profitable 
tor Dottrine, for Reproof, for Correftion, and for In- 
ſtruction in Righteouſneſs, that the man of God may 
be perfet, thorowly: furniſhed unto all good works, 
2\T im. 3.16,17. It # the ſafei# way to give up our ſelves 
ts be counſclled by the whole counſel of God, and ſearch 
after ſuch an underſtanding of the Scriptures 4s all the 
Seriptures will ſay Amennnto: Follow this Rule,and lay 
«ſide ruſtowe and worldly IntereiF, and give your ſelves 
but alittle fo foiin and prayer for light from the F ather 
of lights, andt Tdo not queſtion but you will ſee the 
, Wonders of Godz holy-Law,and the ſeventh dxy Sabbath 


will 
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To the Reader. 
will not appear unto you ſoſtrange as it is true. 

Before you read this following Diſcourſe, {rok to the 
Lord for a ſpirit of judgement,and tben read conſiderate- 
ly and diſtm@#ly, and read it thorow before you paſs a 
judgement uponit; If any mans Errors be diſcovered, 
let them rather be angry with themſelves then with me 
for diſcovering of them, and count it your great happi- 
meſs to lay down Error for Truth, or to part with drofs 

for gold. If any think 1 akn deluded,let them pray,preach, 
diſcourſe, or write me out of it : for the Lord whom 1 
ſerve knoweth, that although I «m a poor weak ſinful 
creature, yet my ſoul js bent to follow the Lord, and 
wonld gladly accept of light in any thing wherein I may 
be in the dark; but if any Beam of light break into any 
foul by theſe my poor labonrs, let the Lord alone be ex- 
alted, and pray for me when thy ſoul is mot? broken be- 
fore him, that I may be kept from all evil ,and ſit at the 
, Lords feet hearing his words, and do the ſame, though 1 
P off through many tribulations ſor ſo doing. 89 he prays 


Who through great grace believes in God, 
through Ieſus Chriſt unto Eternal life, 


Edward Stent. 


t 


- 
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Tothe ſincere Chriſtian Reader, 
Dearly Beloved ! 
A Ebough it be an Apocryphal ſaying, (yet it is a 
trne one) Truth #* the ſtrongeft: And.that which 
doth demonſtrate it foto be, is its Author and Defcn- 
der, who is the Almighty Lord that hath made heaven 
and earth, heistheoriginal and fountain from whence 
it comes,and is therefore (tyled by his own holy Spirit, 
The God of Truth, Deut. 32.4. Truth doth as naturally 
flow from him, as pure Waters from a living Spping : 
Mercy and Truth (faith David) ſhall go before his face, 
and righteonſneſſe ſhall ſet us in the way of bis ſteps. The 
grand oppoſer and enemy of the Truth is the Devil, 
the father of lies, who hath made it his work even from 
the beginning, to raze both itand the Profeflors there- 
of out of the earth 3 but the ſeed of the Lord ſhall be 
eſtabliſhed before him, and his truth ſhall endure to all 


generations, Pſal.102.8. Pfal.1c0.25, 
But if the Queſtion ſhould now be, as once it was, 


what is truth? That's anſwered by the unerring Spi- 


rit John. 17. 17. Thy word 5s truth; And alſo by the 
Prophet David Pal. 119. 142. Thy righteouſneſſe is an 
everlaſting righteouſneſſe, and thy Law # the Truth. 
Truth which is the Law, hath a Superlative Excellen- 
cy and Glory put upon it above all other things; for 
ſaith Chriſt,its eafjer for Heaven and Earth to paſs,then 
one tittle of the Law to faile Luke 16. 17. And the 
Lord of Hoſts hath promiſed ts magnifie it and make. 
it honourable; and the Pſalmiſt faith, thox hai? mag- . 
a nified 


* To the ſincere Chriſtian Reader. 
nified thy word ahave all thy name Pal. 198. 2. And 
when Jeſus Chriſt Pal/ gird his ſmord'npon his thigh, 
he will then plead for truth, meekneſſe, and for righte- 
ouſacſſe, and will thoot ſharp arrows mto the hearts of 
all thoſe that do oppole it, and that perlecute the ow- 
ners and profellors of it : I fay it 1sfor truth that Je- 
ſus Chriſt wilÞ plead for at that day, not for the opi- 
nions and fancies of men, but for Truth, and: tor men 
as they are walking in the Truth : and all the great 
and pretious promiſes throughout the holy Scriptures, 
are direted to the people that love the Fruth and 
walk therein, asin Pal. 4. 1, 2, 3, 4, Pal; 119, 1, 1- 
ſz. 26. 2. Rev. 22, 14. and all that by the $pitit of 
Truthare led into-ir, ſhalt find: it to. them a ſbield and 
a buckler ,46 bear ot all the oppoſition they meet. 
withall, tr their Teſtimony to. it and abiding ig it 3 
and it ſhall be ſweeter to. then) then the honey. and: 
the honey Combe. 
Reader , the Lord open thine eyes , that thou 
mayeſt behol:| the wonderfull things of Gods Law, 
jw += thou mayelt think on thy wayes, aud tyrne 


terly aboliſhed, and they ſhall be al} confannded, that 
are worſhippers of gnaveu Images, and that turns the 
Truth of God into « lye, and who worſhip and ſerve the. 
creature more then the Creatonr, who ##.God bleſſe# for 
ever Amen. And fuch are the Commandments, and 
Do&rmes of men, with the adoress and defenders 
thereof, that are ſet-up in on to Gods holy 
and righteous Lay 3 the Lord, will ſay to, ſugh one 
day, who hath required theſe things at your Fenn, 
a 


thy feet inte his Teſtimonies, for t#he Idols fball be ate © 


To the ſincere Chriſtian Reader. | 
and as our Lord Jeſus faith, in vain do you worlbip ' 
me teaching for Dodrines the Commandments of men < 
It was part of the linne of Terobobam, who made Iſrael 
to linne, when he had Apoſtatized from the pure 
worſhip of God , he ordaines a feaſt like to thar 
which God ordained in Tvdah, and alſo fer apart a 
time for worſhip, even to Sacrifice to the Calves, 
which he had made, but the Spitit of God leaves ir 
upon Record, as a brand mark of infamy upon him, 
and tells us that it was the device of his own heart, 
and-it.is ladly to be lamented, to ſec h1yw many pro- 
fellors do at this day like 1ſ-ael of od, willingly 
walk after the Commandment, and take -all for truth 
that is tavnghre them by gheir Leaders, without com- 
paring it, with the Law and Teſtimony , and ſearch- 
og the Scriptures, like thoſe noble bereans to fee 
whether thoſe things are ſo or no. 

The Lord of Hoſts himſelf, and all the holy Pro- 
phets and Apoſtles do honour the ten Command- 
ments, as the quinteſlence of all the holy Scriptures, 
and breviate of the whole Counſel of and it 
hat'» been ſo els x and witneſled unto, by all the 
holy Writers and Martyrs of Jeſus, ever fince the pri- 
* mitive dayes; and it is differenced from all other re- 
quirements, of God ler. 7. 22, 23. Mark 12: 29, 39. 
It catmqt therefore but be a tempting and provoking 
the eyes of Gods glory, to make yoid or change his . 
Law or any: part of it. Some profellors are like thoſe 
Prizlts that alac {peaks of , whom the;,Lord 


threatens.to makg baſe and contemptible befort all the 


people, becaule they kept not his waye? but were par- 
| a 2 tial 


To the ſincere Chriſtian Reader. 
tial in his Law, taking the Law of God into .parts 
and pieces; chufing ſome and leaving othets, like 
© the Phariſes of old, who omirted the 'weightier mat- 
ters of the Law, as Faith, Mercy and Judgement. 
But all the wayes of the Lord are. mercy and truth, 
they are all equall and right , theres no- unevenneſle 
in them ; and therefore we -cught to have reſpe to 
all: and as Paxl ſaid to Timothy, to obſerve all 
Gods Commandments, without preferring one thing 
before another, doing nothing by partiality : and as 
David ſaid, I eſteeme all thy precepts concerning all 
things to be right, but I hate every falſe way Pſ. 119. 
128. Others there. are, who under a pretence of ex- 
alting Chriſt above Moſes, do count the great things 
of Gods Law as a ſmall thing 3 yea and at once reje&t 
the whole Law of God, as a holy rule of life to be. 
lievers, a conceit moſt ſottiſh and monſtrous; for 
where there is no Law there is no Tranſgrefſion, And 
fach hath the Authour of this book to do withall, 
who notwithſtanding rhey pretend to correct others, 
have very great need to be taught themſelves, which 
be the firſt principles of the Oracles of God, and have 
need of milk, and not itrong meate. And I may fayto 
ſuch as go about to make a ſeparation between the 
Law and the Goſpel 3 as Chriſt ſaid to the Phariſees - 
in another caſe 3 that which God bath joyned together, 
let no man put aſunder, The Phariſees pretended 
highly to honour and reſpect the writings of Moſes, 
although they were great enemies to the ſayings of 
Chriſt, but what ſaith Chriſt to them ? #here is one 
that accuſeth you , even Moſets in whom ye truit: io 

| likewiſe 


To the ſincere Chriſtian Reader. "29 
likewiſe, you that pretend to exalt the-{ayings ,of 

_ Chriſt, to the end, that you may make YO the 
truths of God delivered by Moſes: the ſervant, of 
God ; there is one that acculſeth you, even Chriſt in 
whom ye truſt, for ſaith Chriſt, if you believe not 
Moſes writings , kow can you believe my words # 
John 5. 47- [XR 
As for the truth of the holy Sabhath, which 'is fo 
much controverted at this day , ant that hath been 
ſo long neglected by the pretious Saints of God 3 it 
doth now begin to ſhine forth in its pure ſplendor 
and ory, wich the name of the three that bear, Re- 
cord in heaven upon itz and the good of heaven 
and earth is promiled to the keepers of it, as in Iſaiah 
56. 2, 4,5, 6, 7 . and 58. 13, 14. and the keepersand 
teachers of it , will be highly honoured of God at 
laſt, for they ſhall be called great in t  Kingdome of 
heaven, And though now they may be called the 
makers of Breaches and troublers of: Iſrael, ( as Eli- 
jah was by Ahab ) yet God will call them the repai- 
rers of Breaches, and the reſtorers againe of the way 
of the Sabbath If. 58. 12. for fo Pe tranſlations 
read that text. 

We have therefore bleſſed incouragement to ſtand 
by this holy truth of God, and to defend it agplot 
all the oppoſers of it , and to diſperſe all the Clouds 
that are caſt upon it by its Enemies; eyen as Abra- 
ham ſtood by his. Sacrifice, and as the foules lighted 
on it, he drave them away. It is. faid in Ifa. 12. that 


with joy we ſhall draw water out of the weſls of Salva- 
J fn ap Ln 


tion; and ſurely, truth is the We 


fince, 


our Jahour was not io yainz for we thall fingthe # 
pda the: ſervant, of God, Wl mh fri 
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To Ihe ſincere Chriitian Reader. 
dren of Charity'draw at and Tejoyce in 1 Cor, 13, 5. 


\Charity. rejoyceth, not in iniquity or errour, butin 


the truth , and If the Saints would but come at the 
ſpringing Well of this truth , it would cauſe their 
hearts to ſing for Joy, as it ſprings up to them. But 
we muſt dig by the direction of the Law-giver, as the 


 Noblcs, of Ifracl did Num. 21. 16, 17, 18; and al- 


though we'doxpneet with hard meafure inour labours 
of this kind, yet we muſt endeavour to labour with- 
out fainting, as holy Tſaac did Gen. 26. 18, 19, 20. 
he digped againe the, Wells that his Father had dig- 
ged, and the Philiſtians had. ſtopped them, 'Yer not- 
withltanding the oppoſition he met withall, he went 


-On in his work and digged again : even ſo, weought 
,to,go THF 99 zeal tor God, that we may get off 


1 abbi h froin this pretious truthorWeN, which 

WS Sealy Father Mgged, for us, , and diſcovered 
long agoe ' even from the Creation of the world; 
which time the lawleſſe Philiſtians 7 even the 

an of fin and his adherents ) have filled it with rub- 
Lilh. by their, chaoging of times and lawes, and'com- 
manding the firſt day of the week to be kept in the 
room of it 5 and thus have {oy yore jo Command - 
aents of God of none effeF,, by their Tradjtions. And 
in i G34 we meet with ſtrife 


_ 3 } 
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and contention,” not ogly from the lawJefſe Philiſti- 
ans, but alſo fron our own Erethren:; bur' neverthe- 


lefle we muſt go on, ; and in the end, we thall {ee that 


b, ſaying,Great and marvellus tre thy works Ford 
| God, 


_- 


Ta the ſfweert Chriſtian Reader. 
Gud Almighty, juit and true are thy wages tho. King 
of $4ints 5; and we ſhall. gall our Well at the laſt, as 
hedid, his laſt Well, Rehoheab, that:is, the Lord:hath 
made- room- for us, and: we ſhall. be. fruittull in the 
Land. 
As for my.d-as Breche and. Companion PINT, 
the Authour of this:ltele bogk,, he is, 
right may {peak in the delence of chus Warn wa oh 
in the liberty of; the holy. Spixzit, as its wRtten they 
believed and! they ſpeak. And. for as, much, as.it is.in;..: 
Gods cauſe, and fot his truth,that, 4 he, ma pled 
therefbre with, the moze HHOne bt 
for it, and defentt it again ei 
ver, it being the truth ance delivered che Sin 
as- the Apgltles ſaid, we carrots but ſpea 
which me bazy ſeer and. heard; angd.as h Py 
Fa ar 2.46.7 ava /reche thy Tyrone bo 
Wk be aſpamed; And for this. 
he Ahor hath met with the ſtrivings 1% 
and. hath gone thozow-much tribulation,nat 
the wep.of. the earth, but alla from his.pr 
thren he-hath beca owlrp bed On 
med went worn pod. | 
rchers have ſhot at hun, and gri . 
wh aha in ng, mh rf wi oY 
& why ong by the” hand of the mighty God of 
at 
I quelkion'nat burtheinapartial Reader, whoſe heart 
is bent to follow the Lord, when he hath weighed and 
conſidered the'things herein contained, will be able to 
ſee the weakneſs and inſufficiency of theſe mens Argu- 


ments 


To the ſincere Chriftian Reader, h 
ments that they br againſt the holy Law and Sab- 
bathof Jehovuhz 'and I could wiſh that thoſe monſtrous 
abſardinies and ſottiſh notions that are by them aſlert- 
ed againſt the plain truth of God, wreſting the words 
of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, making the Scriptures ſpeak 
what they pleaſe, might teach every one that fears the 
Lord to tremble at hisword, and to cry out with 'N 4+ 
vid,0 let me not wander fromthy Commandments.Rea- 
der, the Lord give thee an underſtanding heart, that 
thou mayſt difcern between things that ditfer, & know 
how to chuſe the good, and refuſe the evil, and follow 
the Lord 'with/a perfet heart, and a willing mind, la- 
bouring after a thorow conformity to his holy and gra- 
cious Will mm all things, that when death ſhall ſeparate 
thy foul from-thy body, thou mayeſt have this Teſti- 
in thy own conſcience, that thou haſt pleaſed 
God, and ſay with thy Redeemer, Father, 1 have glo- 
rified thee on the earth, I have finiſhed the work thou ga- 
vel? me to do, John 17.4. and with bleſled Paxl,I have 


fought a good fight, T have finiſhed my courſe, I have 


kept the'F 5th, henceforth there is laid up for me a Crown 
Rightenueſe, which the Lord the righteous Judge 
all give me at that day, and'not unto me only, but to 
all thoſe that love and long for his appearing, which is 
the, cameſt deſire and hearty prayer of him, who is, - 


; Thy Servant for the Truths ſake, 
; aud for thy Souls ſake, 


17, 
J | ' th FR fir, John Belcher. 
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Sabbath of the Lord. 


An Anſwer to M. Will:am Ruſſel his Book, Fn- 
-.._ .. tituled, NaSeventh Day, Sabbath. . 


T is not my intent to meddle with thoſe diſputes of 
Joe mens, which M* Kxfel! makes mention of in 

the beginning of his Book, except any material thing 
fall in my way,as I am anſwering of his. Arguments. 
: Arg. 1. His firſt Argument againſt the Ten Com- 
mandments of the Moſt High God, is as followeth : 
Circumciſion. only binds the Gentiles which believe, to 
obſerve the whole Law ; and therefore thoſe that are nn- 
circumciſed are not bound to obſerve it ; And for the 
proof of this, he cites Gal. 5. 3. For 7 effi again to 
every man that is Circumciſed, that he is a debtor to do 
the whole Law. | | 

Anſw, 1t you had read the next verſe, you might 
haveſaved your ſelf and me a labour 3. for the Apo- 
ſtle is ſpeaking to ſuch as ſought Juſtification. by the 
Law : Chriſtis becomeof none effect unto you, who 
| oat foever 
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ſoever you are,that do ſeek e be juſtified by the Law, 
you are fallen from Grace : Now becauſe ſome were 
for Circumcifton, tharthey wmitght be juſtified by the 
Law, willitthtrefore follow that..the uncircumciſed 
are not bound to obſerve any part of the Law # How 
isit then that the ſame' Apoſtle ſaith Rom. 2. 26, 27. 1f 
the wncircumeyſion keep the righteouſneſs of the Law, 
ſhall not bis uncivegmei » tie counter r CoreuAcifion? 
Ant ſhall not #nctfcumciſion which is by Letter, if it ful- 
fil the Law, judge thee who by letter and Circumciſion 
doth franſeref the Law ? Sbthen you may ſee, that the 
uncircumciſed Gentiles were bound to fulfil that ver 
Law that the Circumciſed were under, yea and thof: 
are believing Gentiles too ; for their ancircumciſion is 
covinted-for circumciſion ; that is, they are circumciſed 
inheart, and fo are. become Pry Jews. And thus 
your firſt Argument is quiteloſt 3 for the uncircumci-- 
ſed Gentiles are bound to fulfil the Law,'and in ſ0.do- 
ing, they- ſhall judge the Jews or Circumciſion, for 
tranlgretfing of -the Law. 

-. Thenext ng you ng "pou, is aro phys then 
an Argument; .tor you ſay, God forbid that Believers 
nh Punk wile ond the Los making ule rh 

poltles word.in Rozr. 3. 31. Do we then make void 
the Law throughfaith, God forbid, yea we eſtabliſh the 
Law. And thus Believers have Sthory over the Law 
as, well as over ſin "Mi? "IK; | 


"Apſw,, t raay fu ole you mis it our ſelf 
ole Lohr onil tou hs roo ge wal 
ltrag'of reaſoning inſt it 5 for you, haye anſwered 
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feving Gentiles, vu 5} pray againſt this Nation 
of making void the Law-in the words of the Apoſtle, 
laying, God forbid 3 yea weeſtablith the Law. *-But 
alas, you take Gods name: in«vaim'; form your next 
worgs you contradid: your 1tH; and fiphe! with your 
own prayer, in faying, thus Believers have vicory over 
the Law , as welk as over ſin; fothatif any would 
know how M" Ay/ſel/ hath got ftuch vidtory. over the 
Law, be fanb, it is by praytbgtoGod that ho may-not 
make void the Law, bureeſtablifh it 3) for he expretiy 
ſaith, do we then make void the Law, becauſe we are 
belieyersin Chriſt, God forbid; yea we: eſtabli{ the 
Law. And-thus be faith Behever !have- victory over 
the Law, as well as overtin ; ſo:'\rhat ir ſeems (by his 
own words, he doth eſtabliſhthe aw as he doth efta+ 
bliſh fin 3 The Law is rightconſne(s, but fm is unvigh» 
teouſnels 3 the Law is truth, bur fin is ertor 5 and-yet 
bath alike, eltabbſhed-[/by hun. Bur :althougty this 
Text.mn-Aem. 3. 34, bechus abuſed; ' yettir ſtands like 
a Rock again(t-4]] gainfayers 3 for the: Apoſtle having 
ſhewgd thatthe Gentiles oruncireunciſed were juſti- 
hed rhrqugh faith, be puts it eo che-queſtion, whether 
they. might now make ,yoid the Law, becauſe they 
were believers in Chriſt, -and- juſtified th h fairh. 
Bur behold his.zeal and deteftation againſt this con» 
ceit, Do we then-make void the'Law through fuith £ 
God furhid 3 yea we eſtabliſh the Law, Heanſwers this 
queſtjon like thoſe other ſordid! queſtions, 'as in Row, 
6. 1,2, Shall twe comtinue in;fin; that grace may abound 2 
God forbid, Ts the Law. ſin'# 'God' .Rom.7.7. 
Thee 1s but little difference: between thoſe three-con- 

F | B 2 ceitsz 


4 
ceitsz and from my ſoul I can with the Apoſtle pray, 
The Lord forbid them all 5 Amer. | 

Arg. 2. The next that you aflert is, That the Law 

from Sinai was only given to the Jews and Proſelytes. 
Anſw. It is true, the Jews had a great advantage 
above all Nations, becauſe unto them were commit- 
ted the Oracles of God, Kom. 3. 12. AGs 7. 38. and 
yet thele lively Oracles are in force toall men : for the 
Apoſtle Peter doth expreſly command, That if any #1477 
ſpeak, he muSt ſpeak as the Oracles of God, 1 Pet.4.11., 
Now Peter writes to the Gentiles, and yet he com- 
mands them to ſpeak as the Oracles of God, or the 
Commandments of God ; forthough we read of the 
holy Oracle that ſpake in ſpecial caſes, 'yet we read 
not of anything that -18 called Oracles in all the holy 
Scriptures but the Ten Commandments, Exod. 20. 
and the ſix Principles Heb. 6. Now if the Gentiles 
muſt ſpeak as the Oracles of God, certainly they muſt 
do according tc the Oracles of God. But if it be ſaid 
that the (ix Principles are here intended only by the 
Apoſtle; To.this I anſwer, that it is impoſſible to 
preach the ſix Oracles, without preaching the ten Cra- 
cles four he that preaches repentance-and remiffion of 
ſins to a man; without: convincing him of dead works 
by the lively Laws: which gives the knowledge of lin, 
is asif a Chirurgion ſhould apply a plaiſter to a whole 
$kin 5 and 1f this be a good 0: af an that the Gen- 
tiles have nothing to do with the Law, becauſe it was 
given to the: Jews; then it will as well follow, that the 
Gentiles have-nothing to do with the Adoption, and 
the Glory, andthe Coyenants, and the Promiſes, which 
$a ES No Was 
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was all given.tothe Jews, Rom. 9. 4. The Jews were 
the onely Church of God, and fo tke pillar and ground 
of Truth, and the whole myſterie of Truth is firlt held 
forth to them : Chriſt himſelf was the Miniſter of the 
Jewes, and wasnot ſent but to the loſt ſheep of the 
Houſe of Iſrael ; and yet his Goſpel was preached to 
all Nations, although it began at Jeruſalem :- So like- 
wiſe, although the Law was at firſt given to the Jewes 
from Mount Sinai, yet afterwards it was taught in all 
Nations, yea in every City every Sabbath day, A&s 15. 
21. AG. 14..42, & 44. and before the coming of 
Chriſt, it was as really the duty of the Gentiles, which 
were the world then, to joyn themſelves to the Jews, 
' Which were the Church, and obey Gods Command- 
ments, as it 15 the duty of the World now to believe 
and be baptized, and walk with the Church of Chriſt 
which is ſeparated from the world : for if it was the du- 
ty of the Gentiles before the coming of Chriſt to joyn 
themſelves to the Lord, and be his ſervants , then it 
was their duty to walk in the Laws of God; for how 
could they joyn themſelxes to the Lord, without joyn- 
ing to his people, and walking in his Laws > And® 
whereas tne to was only the proſelyted Gentiles 
that were b&und to keep the Law, I pray you tell me 
how they came to be proſclyted it the Law was not in 
force to them before they were proſelyted 3 and to 
what purpoſe was the Law taught to the unproſclyted 
in order to their converſion, Pſal. 19. if the Law wasno 
wayes in force then? For Gods gracious acceptance 
is held forth to every one of the ſonsof the ſtrangers 
that love his Name, keep his Sabbaths, and that 
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takes hold of his tl 56. 6. The Gentiles 
obedience to Gods Law was alwayes accepted, which 
could not be,jtGod had not requiredit at their hangs; 
So.that if it was the duty of the unprofelyted Genriles 
to keep the Law, then. the Law was 10 force to them 
befure they were proſelyted,otherwile how could it be 
ticir duty to become Proſelytes and to keep the Law : 
oy all which it-plainly appears, that Godqf was and. 1$ 
n9t only the God of the Jews, but the God of the Geas 
tiles allo, in commanding them borh to obey his voice, - 
for what things ſoever the Law ſaith, it faith to then 
that are under the Law; and if Mr Tves and your ſelf 
would know who they arc that are under the Law, the 
Text doth moſt clearly reſolve you, Rom. 3. 19; 20. 
What things ſoever the Law ſaith, it ſaith to them that 
are under the Law, that every month may be ſlopped,and 
all the world become guilty before God, And this may 
i:rve for a full anſwer.to. your (clf, and to, Mr Tves,who 
argaeth at the ſame rate in his Appendix as you do 
here; 

Arg: 3. You ſay That the Law or firit Covenant was 
14 the heart of Adam in innocency, and that all unbcle- 
vers ſhall becharged for breaking of itz but you ſay, yan 
are 4 believer in Jeſus Chriſt, and.ſo no longer nnder the 
firſt Covenant. 

Anſi, If all unbelievers ſhall becharged for break- 
ing the Law or firſt Covenant, then your {elf when you 
wer@ an unbeliever. was charged for breaking of the 
Law orfirſt Covenant; but becauſe you arc a believer, 
therefore you think:you may tranſgrels Gods Laws by 
authority, Truly Sir, let me tell you plainly, you 
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fach a Convert as I never heard of before,as appears by 
yourown confeſfion 3 I am ſureits contrary to my ex- 

rience, and to the experience of all that ever I met 
with 3 thoſe Laws that I was charged with for break- 
ing in my unbelief, I was moſt ſtrongly bonnd to keep 
when I did believe 3 What ? Will it not ſatishe you to 
aboliſh the Written Law of God inthe Scriptures, be- 
caufe yon are a believer,but you muſt alſo abolith the 
written Law of God inthe heart > Muft men be obe- 
dient tothe Law of God in their hearts whilſt they are - 
unbelievers, and mult they be ditobedient as ſoon as 
they do believe ? If this be yourdiltinction between a 
believer and an unbeliever, it is beſt being ay unbehie- 
ver : it is better to fear God and keep his Command- 
ments,thento fay I am a Believer, and therefore I may 
break Gods commandments. You ſaid before, you did 
efiabliſh the: Law beeauſe you were a believer 3 but 
now you leave that for unbelievers to do : but when 
unbelievers do believe,then they may aboliſh the Law 
as well as youzſo many believers,ſo many aboliſhers of 
the Law, if your argument be good : and inſtead of 
wploying your futh to deſtroy the works of the devil, 
you make uſe of it to deſtroy the works of God, which 
is his Law written in the hearts of men, Kom.2.15. but 
the ſtrong man makes a ſpoil of another mans goods, 


and /notupon'his own. 
Arg. 4. You fay, that the Sabbath was not writ au 


the heart of Adam, becanſe it was nnſuteble to Adams 
ſtate,it being given in mercy to man, that man might reſt 
from his hard labour and toil, which. if part of the curſe 
for ſin, but before Adams fall he was free from the Curſe, 


and 
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and ſ5 had no need of a Cad as to reſt from labour in. 

 Anſw. God himſelfreſted from all his work on the 
ſeventh day, although he reſted not from wearineſs, 
yet he reſted from work, and was refreſhed 3 and fo 
might Adam reſ{t from work onthe ſeventh day,and be 
retreſhed ; for Adam had work to do, although he 
might do it without wearineſs; for he gave names to 
every living creature, and was put in the Garden to 
drels it and to keep it, Gem. 2.15. & 19. and it was 
molt ſutable for Adam to follow his Makers example, 
and reſt the Sabbath day, rather then to have made 
that day common, which the Lord ſetapart and made 
holy, and to have been upon his work of- dreſſing the 
m—_— and naming of the Creatures, and ſo might 

ave been contradicting the Example and Inſtitution 
of his Maker; forthe Lord of the Sabbath ſaith, That 
the Sabbath was made for man,Mar. 2.27. and however 
men do cavil with this Text, yet itsplain and evident 
that our Lord leads to the making of the Sabbath 
and I am ſure when the Sabbath was made, there was 
no man but Adam in being, and therefore if it was not 
made for him, it could not be made for man ; for God 
did not firſt make the Sabbath,and then make man for 
it, but God did firſt make man,and then made the Sab- 
bath for man 3 and as the firſt ſix»days were made or 
created working days for man, ſo the firſt ſeventh day 
was made or created a Sabbath or holy reſting day for 
man. 

And whereas you ſay the Sabbath was given in mer- 
cy to man,that man might reſt from his hard labour and 
toy], this is very true indeed, but what makes you _ 
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ſo eager to deprive your felt and others of this mercy? 
And why do you ſet the Goſpel, which is a diſpenſati- » 
on of fnercy, in oppoſition to this mercy, and cry 
down Gods mercy as a yoke of bondage and miniſtra- 
tion of death 2 Will you make mercy nothing but 
miſery, a yoke of bondage, yea death it ſelf? You 
7 have little $kill in mercy, it you think this is mercy : 
And have you not as much need of this mercy as the 
Saints of old ? Can you work without wearinef,or reſt 
without time, or worlhip without time, any more then 
they could 2 And ſeeing you mult have time to reſt * 
in, and worſhip in, why not Ggds time rather then 
mans time, ſeeing Gods time 1s the beſt time, and gi- 
ven inmercyto man? And what reaſon had you then 
to cry out, O wonderful grace! becauſe you were de- 
livered from the Sabbath , and yet you ſay the Sab- 
bath was given in mercy to man? What? Is it fuch 
wondertul grace to be delivered from Cods mercy # If 
there be any ſuch grace as this, indeed it may well be 
wondred at; and it the mouths of your Ox&ind AG 
were open, they would reprove your madnels,in goin 
about todeprive them of Gods mercy, or the Sabbath 
given in mercy, under pretence of a wonderful grace 
given to you. 

Arg. 5. You do aftirm, that the ten words in the 
form of them, could not be writ in Adams heart in inno- 
cency,becauſe the ſecond Table reſp:ts our duty towards 
our neighbour ; but what neighbour had Adam £ and ſo 
you deſcend into particulars, as followeth. The firi# 
commandment ſaith, Honour thy Father and thy Mo- 
thers but Adam had ro Father nor Mother, and there- 
fore not enjoyned to howour them. C © Janſen. 
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.Anſw. Although the ſecond Table holds forth our 
duty towards our neighbour, yet we are to obſerve it in 
duty to God 3 and you do greatly erre in ſaying that 
Adam had no neighbour; for he had a Wife, which 
was as near a neighbour as poſſible could be 3 and he 
was not without a Father, for it is faid in Lxke 3. 38. 
that he was the ſon of God 5 and doubtleſs it was his 
duty to honour God 3 for all that underſtand this 
commandment agree in this, that it commands all due 
obedience from inferiours to ſuperiours, and by conſe- 

quence the duty of fuperiours alſo is inferred : Bur if 

you will not grant that the Law was writ in Adams 
Heart, vet I ſuppoſe you will grant that it was writin 
Eves heart, and Adam was her father in a threefold 
ſenſe ; firſt, ſhe was taken out of him 3 ſecondly, he 
v/1s created before her 3 and thirdly, he was in autho- 
rity above her, and ſo he was a father to her, though 
a liushand : and to this day it 1s the duty of women to 
honour their husbands, as governing nurſing fathers of 
the family 3 and this know alſo, that this command- 
ment was not writ in the heart of 4dam for his own 
fake alone, but forall his poſterity 3 and look upon 
Adam as a publick perſon repreſenting all mankind, 
and then you may ſee father, and muther, and all re- 
lations in him ; and your ſelf do acknowledge mn p.47. 
of your book, that the fifth, Commandment is one of 
the Laws in nature; and I pray you tell me how it 
came there, if not from our root or firſt parent. 

2. Youlay,the fxth commandment ſa.th, Thou ſhalt 
not kiil 3 but Adam could not break this Commandment 
he had none but himſelf to kill. 

Anſw. 
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Anſw. You are greatly ignorant of this Command- 
ment, for as Pax/ Beeh, the Law 1s ſpiritual ; it is kil- 
ling to deſpiſe the poor, Jem. 2. 1,9,10,11. it is killing 
to be angry withouta cauſe, Aſat. 5.22. and in ſuch a 
ſpiritual ſenſe, Adam was the greateſt murtherer that 
ever was; for he killed himfelf and all his poſterity 
by his ſin 5 for the wages of ſin is death; and in Adam 
all dyed : But if you mean he could not literally kill 
or ſhed blood, becauſe he had no neighbour to kill, 
then it ſeems if he had killed himfelf or wife, he had 
not broke the ſixth commandment, which faith, Thou 
ſhalt do no murder, which is fo groſs, as needs no tur- 
ther anſwer. 

3. The ſeventh Commandment you ſay Adam could 
not break, becauſe he had no Neighbours wife to commit 
Adultery withall. 

Anſw. Then it ſeems you hold it no adultering for a 
man to approach unto a eaſt : and if Adam had re- 
mained in innocency till he had had ſons and davgh- 
ters, yet if he had committed Sodomy with his ſons, 
and Inceſt-with his daughters, yet, by your Argument, 
he had nat broke this Commandment, becauſe he had 
no neighboþrs wife to commit adultery withal ; which 
is all extreamly monſtrous and abominable 3; for this 
commandment forbids all filthineſs both of fleſh and 
ſpirit, 

| 4. The eighth Commandment you ſuy Adam could not 
break, becanſe he had power and dominion over all, 
ard ſo coult] not fieal from any. 

Anſw. Then it ſeems you count it no ſtealing to rob 
God, which is the greateſt robbery of all, Mal. 3. $ 
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for 4dam did take of that 2d which God- had. laid 
a prohibition upon, all the reſt was givento him, bur 
' this the Lord had reſerved from him; and in taking 
that fruit Which was nune of his, he broke that com- 
mandment, which ſaith Tho ſhalt not ſteal. 

5. Theninth Commandment you ſay he could nat 
. break, becauſe he had no neighbour to bear falſe witneſs 
againi}, 

Anſw, He did bear falſe witneſs in joyning in with 
the devils lye, againſt the plain truth of God 3 for God 
ſaid he ſhould dye if he cat of the fruit of the Tree, 
but the devil ſaid he ſhould not ſurely dye, though he 
did eat of it : and ſo Adam cloſeth with the devils 
falſe witneſs, and ſo did not only bear falſe witneſle 
againſt God, but againſt his poſterity, for they all ſut- 
fer by it. 

6. You ſay that Adam could not break the tenth Com- 
mandment, wbich ſaith, Thou ſhalt not covet , becauſe 
be bad all in his own hands. 

Anſw. He had not all in his own hands, for he had 
nothing to do with the Tree of Knowledge of good 
and evil ; and certainly, it muſt needs be an evil cove- 
touſneſs for Adam to coyet that which God had far- 
bidden him, and which was the bane of him, and all 
his poſterity 3 and his covetouſneſs was the greater,in 
that he had every Tree of the garden, but only this, 
and yet could nat be contented. Now theſe ſix Com- 
mandments you ſay, wasnet writin the form of them 
in 4dams heart 3 and that which you call the form of 
them is, Honour thy father and mother ; Tho ſhalt do 
no wurder , Thou ſhalt not commit Adultery; Thou ſhalt 
not 
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not ſtzal ; Thou ſhalt not rao witneſs. And thou ſh. 
wot covet, Now if this was the form that was writte. 
in Adam; heart, which. was the ſubſtance that was 
written in Adams heart ? In diſtinguiſhing berween 
torm and (ubſtance, you have loſt both the torm and 
ſubſtance 3 for take away tt e tix commandments from 
the ſecond Table, and there will remain juſt ſx cy- 
phersz and as you deal withthe ſecond Table, fo you 
deal wich the hit Table 3 for you fay, that the ten 
Commandments was not writ in the heart of Adam in 
the formggh them 3 and this. you bring to prove that 
the Sabbath was not writ in the heart of Adam; for 
rather then you will grant that the fourth Command- 
ment was writ in the heart of Adam, you will deny all 
the ten Commandments, and ſay, that the ten Com- 
mandments were not writ in the form of them in Adams 
heart : and this which you call the form is the ve 
ſubſtance, and all the ſubſtance of the ten Command- 
ments 3 and take this away which you call the form, 
and there will remain juſt ten cyphers, and nothing 
elſe; and ſo by your way of reaſoning, ten cyphers 
was the firſt Covenant which was writ in 4dams heart, 
which Covenant (you ſay) you are delivered from 
but I will not wonder at your deliverance, but rather 
at your ignorance, and fo proceed to your next Argu- 
menr. 

"Arg"6. If the Law of the ten Commandments gender 
to bondage,then they are not the Law here intended, Jam. 
2.10. which is a Law of liberty ;, but the Law of the ten 
Commandments gendreth to bondage, Ergo, they are not 
the Law here intended Jam.2.10. for that is a Law of lir 
berty. Anſw. 
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Anſw. And to prove + you {ay the ten Com- 
mandments was the firſt Covenant, Det. 4. 13. and to 
prove that the ten commandmentsgender to bondage, 
you cite Gal.4.21. but you ſaid before that the firſt 
Covenant was made with Adam, and now you will 
have it made with Iſrael ; but alas, Iſrael was in no ca- 
pacity tobe cevenanted with for eternal life by a co- 
venant of works, for they were ſinners as well as others, 
and fo were under the curſe, which could not be re- 
moved by works 3 for if righteouſneſs could have been 
by the works of the Law, Chriſt died withopt a cauſe, 
and you are quite beſides Gal. 4. 21. forit i$from pro- 
ving that the ten Commandments do gender to bon- 
dage, for more then ten abſurdities would follow ſuch 
a concluſion, for then it would gender to bondage to 
worſhip the only true God, and to abſtain from ma- 
king or worſhipping of [dols, or taking Gods name in 
vain, or toab(tain from theft, murther, or adultery, all 
this by your argument is gendring to bondage 3 for 
the queltion is uot, whether we ought to ſeek jultifica- 
dont the Law or not, but whether we ought to keep 
the Law, orbreak it ; in anſwer to this you do affirm, 
that we ought not to keep the Law of the fourth Com- 
mandment 3 and to prove this you do affirm, that all 
the ten Commandments gender to bondage : Now if 
we muſt not do that which is commanded in the fourth 
Commandment, becaufe all the ren Commandments 
do gender.tobandage,then we mult not do that which 
is commanded in the other nine Commandments, be- 
cauſe all the een Commandments do gender to bon- 
dage, if youlay true 3 but thetruth is, the Apoſtle 19- 
- repd 
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tends nothing leſs then what ji infer from this Text, 
bur ſpeaks of the Covenant in reſpect of the Covenan- 
ters, who ſought to be juſtified by the works of the 
Law 3 for the ten Commandments did not in them- 
ſelves gender'to bondage, but the people made them 
fo unto themſelves by a wrong improvement of them z 
and inthis ſenſe the Apoſtle ſpeaks in Rowe. 8.3. where 
he ſaith, the Law was weak, but how weak ? notin its 
ſelf, but through the fleſh; that is, they that were 
under it were weak, and did tranſgreſs it, and fo it 
became weak toſavethem , but ſtrong to condemn 
them 3; and fo likewiſe in this ſenſe the Law gendersto 
bondage 3 they that ſought to be juſtified for keeping 
of it, were condemned for breaking of it, being deb- 
tors to the Law, they were held in bondage under the 
jaſt penalty which is due tofin, which is death. And fo 
through fear of death, they were all their lives long 
ſubject unto bondage, Heb.2.15. Butif the ten Com- 
mandments be the bond-woman, that genders to bon- 
dage, then the keepers of them muſt needs be the 
ſons of the bond-woman, born after the fleſh, which 
cannot be heirs nor children of the promiſe : and thoſe 
that commit adultery, and murder, and break all the 
ten Commandments, are the ſpiritual ſons, or ſons of 
the promiſe, by your argument : but Io to them thet 
call evil good, and good evil; for the doers of the Law 
ſhall be juſtified, Rom. 2. 13. And bleſſed are they that 
do his Commandments, that they may have right unto 
the Tree of Life, and enter through the Gates into the 
City, when the breakers of this very Law , which you 
call a yoke of bondage, are left without, as unclean, 
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barking biting d Mg, *; 14,15- ' Andasfor that 
Text mentioned ed by you in Jo. 2. 10,11. that doth 
fully eſtabliſh every. point of the Law of the ten Com- 
mandiments3 - for the Apoſtle explains his meaning, ſo 
that we arenot left-inthe dark, but may cafily. know 
what he means; for he ſaith it is that Law which for- 
bids adultery and murder; bur this you ſay isthe Law 
of Liberty, or ſome new Law given forth in the New 
Teſtament : It feems you think, that the Law that 
ſaith, Thou ſhalt-do no wurder; Thou ſhalt not com- 
mit adultery; isa yoke of bondage at the one end of 
- ue Bible, but a Law of Liberty at the other end, and 
the ſame Law both bondage and liberty 3 but the A- 
poltle James ſpeaks of a Law conliſting of ſeveral 
points 3 and I pray you tell me, what arethe ſeveral 
points of this Law of Liberty you ſpeak of ? and James 
ſpeaks of a Law that was in being before he wrote his 
Epiltle, that did convince ot lin, yea the written Law, 
the Law of works, which they might look into, Jam. 
I. 2,5. and ſhew me what law they had to louk into, 
but the old Scriptures, which is a pertect Law, Pſa. 
19.7. and a Law of liberty, Pſal. 119. 45+. yea ſuch 1i- 
berty, as that we may run in the way of them with 
great delight, P/al. 119.32. 

Arg.7. Thenext __ you bring again(t the Sabbath 
1s Rom.14.5.0ne man eſt eems one day above another,and 
another efteemeth every day alike; from hence you con- 
clude, that the ſeventh day is made common with the reſt. 

Anſw. You muſt lay aſide your reaſon-it you think 
that the controverſie here amongſt the Romans, was, 
whether they ſhould obſerve the Sabbath or no, ſeeing 
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the Apoſtle doth fo LEN paſs it over,and ranks 
it with indifferent things ; as the weakneſs of ſome 
that would eat a3, ae herbs; for if the contro- 

verlie had beenabout the ceremonies of the Law,then 
the Apoſtle would not have reproved thoſe that judg- 
ed them for ſo doing, but would have judged them 
* himſelf, and confuted them by ſtrong arguments, as 
his manner was in ſuch caſes, and nat have left them to 
their liberty to walk in Ceremonics : Or, if the contro- 
verſie had been about one of the ten Oracles, we 
ſhould not have had Paxl ſuch an indifferent man, 
whether it ſbould have been kept or brokez for-if 
there was ſuch a noiſe in the mand he) the Apoſtles 


preaching down Circumciſion and the Cuſtoms, what 
ſhould we have had if he had preached down the Sab- 
bath 2. And it I ſhould be as unreaſonable as you in 
underſtanding the Apoſtle, I might affirm that the A- 
oſtle did tolerate men to eat Toads and Serpents; for 
ce faithas well that one believes he may eat all things, 
as he ſaith another eſteemeth every day alike : but 
God forbid that we ſhould think that the Apoſtle ei- 
ther pleads for murder or profaneſs 3 fo that there is a 
neceſſity of interpreting theſe general expreſſions with 
reſtrictive Scriptures 3 but you think that cannot be 
done, becauſe that text in Exod. 16.4. doth not reſtrain 
the word every day; but if you had read a little fur- 
ther you might have been fully informed 3 for in v.21. 
it is ſaid, that the people gathercd a certain rate every 
day; and yet onthe ſeventh day there was no Manna 
to gather 3 ſo that by every day is meant every one of 
the ſix working days, which Gcd hath made alike,and 
D there- 
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therefore may be ſo ated whilſt the Sabbath is 
eſteemed the Holy of the Lord, Hononreble ; and fo 1 
proceed to your next Argument. 

Arg. 8. Paul was a Miniſter of the New Teſtament, 
to declare the whole connſel of God, and yet was not a 
Miniſter of the ten Words as ffom Sinai, Ergo, the ten 
Words as from Sinai, is no part of the connſel of God in 

the New Teſtament. : 
Anſw. Your quarrel now ſeems to be rather with 
Mount Sinai then with Gods Law; for you fay the 
ten words are no part of the counſel of God as from 
Mount Sinai : but you miſs the mark, for we do not 
receive the Law from that hill which is called Sinai, but 
from the mouth of God, who 1isin Mount Sion ; and if 
we may not receive the'Law at his mouth, at whoſe 
mouth may we receive it? ſecing he ſpake all that ever 
was ſpoken, though at ſundry times, and m divers man- 
ners, Heb,1.1, but I perceive you uſe thisterm as from 
Sinai, butas a mask to cover the ugly face of your ar- 
ent ; for it is enough tomake any one that truly 
ears Cod, to flee from your book as a moſt monſtrous 
ſerpent, if they ſhould read therein that the ten Com- 
mandments is no part of the counſel of God in the 
New Teſtament ; but this word as from Sinai, is the 
covering : when as your judgement is, that the ten 
Commandments, asgiven forth by God, are no part of 
the counſel of God in the new Teſtament ; but this 
you are aſhained to ſpeak, and therefore it muſt be 
as from Sinai : but obſerve the groſs abſurdities that 
your argument {yells withal 3, for the ten word as gi- 


ven on Sinai, chminands to worſhip the tfue God, and 
forbids 
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forbids Idolatry, JOPES. 5 PR adultery, and 
the like, but this isno part of the counſel of God in 
the new Teſtament, if your argument be good : for 
this is the counſel of God as from Sinai : you ſay Pax! 
was not a Miniſter of the ten Words as from Sinai, but 

you are much miſtaken ; for he taught the Law in its 

full authority as from Sinai, to uſe your own term, 

commanding children to obey their parents, becauſe 

it was the firſt Commandment with promiſe; and if 
you will not believe that this is the Law as from Sinai, 

I pray you ſhew which is the firſt Commandment with 

promiſe, in this new Law you ſomuch dream of. 

And in Rom. 13.8,9, 10. the Apoltle taught the 
Law of the ſecond Table, even as it was given forth 
from God upon Mount Sinaiz but if the ten Words be 
NO part of the-counſel of God as from Sinai in the new 
Teftament, ſhew me how they are the counſel of God 
in thenew Teſtament? What is added to them, 'and 
what is taken fromthem ? By your writing you would 
make one believe you know how many Command- 
mentsthere is, for you ſeem to be for ten Command- 
ments, but not as from'Sihai, but you are for them as 
givenin the new Teſtament; but pray tell me,which 
are your new ten Commandments m the new Tefta. 
ment f for you make nothing new Teſtament, nor the 
counſel of God in the new Tolinmend, but what Paxt 
taught ; abd. many more abſurdities'do-naturally flow 
H$om'this:your Argument 3 but muſt break off, and 
proceed-toyournext, | 
'>' (Arg. ig.' | The! ter Commaniiments were the miniſtra- 
Hier of de adh; ark ie done aw a3, 2 Cor. 3.6. 
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Anfw. Though you have AS of a good merhory, 
yet it fails you much whilſt you are pleading for ſuch 
a cauſe; foryou ſaid before that the Law was ſtill in 
force to the Jews, but the Gentiles were never under 
it; and yet now you fay it is done away : but from 
whom [ pray you £ It cannot be done away fiom the 
Jews, becauſe you fay they are under it ſtil]; it can- 
not be done away from the Gentiles, becauſe you ſay 
they were never under itz you have ſpent your time 
ill in going to prove what a great deliverance your ſelf 
and all the Gentiles have from that Law which you 
never had any thing to dowithall, as your ſelf affirms ; 
and as for this Text which you bring, to prove that the 
ten Commandments were the miniſtration of death, 
and aredone away, take my anſwer as followeth; I 
grant that the miniſtration of death or curſe of the 
Law is done away from every one that hath received 
his pardon, but that the matter of the ten Command- 
ments which was written and engraven in Tables of 
ſtone is done away, Ido deny 3 becauſe the ſame A 
{le was convinced of fin by them, and had not known 
fin but by them, Row.7. and doth-eſtabliſh them, as 
before I have proved 3 which could not have been, if 
they had been aboliſhed at the death of Chriſt ſo long 
before : And further, the Table-Laws were never the 
miniſtration of death in themſelves, except you think 
it is death to love the Lord with all our hearts,” and 
our neighbour as our ſelves, : which your ſelf do ac- 
knowledge is the ſum of the ten Commandments; it 
1s true, it was written inthe Tables that God would 


viſit the fin of the fathers upomthe children, — 
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third and fourth generation, "_ indeed was part of 
the carſe or miniſtration of death ; but this was nd 
commandment, but a judgement threatne.| to the 
tranſgreſlors of the Commandment; and althovgh it 
ſhould be granted that this penalty or miniſtration of 
death is done away from every one that believes ; yet 
it will not therefore follow that all that was written 
and engravenin Tables of ſtone is done away, but on- 
ly the miniſtration of death, not the miniſtration of 
righteouſneſs, which is the righteous Law 3 noryet the 
miniſtration of Jife , which is promiſed in the fifth 
Commandment, no nor the miniſtration of mercy, 
which is promiſed to thouſands that love God & keep 
his Commandments, which is nothing leſs then the 
new Covenant it ſelf; for the Covenant of works ad- 
mits of no mercy 3 if it be of works, it is no more of 
grace; it it beof grace,it is no nos works : works 
and grace.cannot ſtand together in point of juſtificati- 
on before God : ſo thatif you will aboliſh all that was 
writ in Tablesof ſtone as the miniſtration of death, 
then it will follow that it is the miniſtration of death to 
love God and our neighbour, and that it is the mini- 
ſtration of death to have the promiſe of long life, and 
it is the miniſtration of death to have the Lord to be 
our God, and to be under the promiſe of his grace and 
mercy, which can be nothing leſs then the. new Co+ 
yenant z and that though Jeſus Chriſt ſhed his precdi- 
ous blood in love and mercy to man, yet by your ar- 
gument it was ſo ſhed, to take away the Law. of love, 
and promiſe of mercy from man, which is all exceed- 
inggroſs and abſurd z and yet theſe rocks you will = 
tu 
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ture to run upon 'but in ſhort, I will ſhew you. your 
miſtake by a plain compariſon. - 

I will ſuppoſe that ſome men in a Nation were con- 
victed of Treaſon and Rebellion, and ſome of the Mi- 
niſters of the Law ſhould come daylie to them, and 

read a Lefture of thoſe Laws they had tranſgreſled,and 
lay under the penalty of; what would the miniſtrati- 
on be but a miniſtration of death ?, But afterwards the 
King accepts of an offering made to him for theſe of- 
fenders, and ſends them his pardon, which being. held 
forth tothem, is a miniſtration of life 5 and yet not- 
withſtanding the Kings pardon, which removes the 
penalty of the Law, which is death, the Law it ſelf 
ſtands, yea and the penalty too lies upon ſuch tranſ- 
greſſors as have: not reecired the Kings pardon, and 
this is the very caſein hand : All men have ſinned and 
tranſgreſſed theLaw, and fo are guilty of rebellion, -. 
and lye under the penalty of eternal death 5 Now 
ortach the Law to menin fuch a ſtate, and it is really 
a ininiſtration of death ; for they have tranſgreſfled it, 
and it curſeth them for ſo doing 3 but the King of hea- 
venandearth receives an offering, even a 'Lamb with- 
out ſpot, which undergoes the penalties of the Law due 
to thoſe offenders, wy is fully pleaſed therewith, and 
ſends forth his pardon, which is life, or the miniſtrations 
of the Spirit WHICH giveth life ro thoſe offenders, but 
although thoſe offenders are ſer free from rhe miniftra- 
tion of death, yet they are not free fram the tminiſtra's 
tion of righteouſhefs ,. 'bit were redeemed from the 
curſeaf the Law, that they might fulfil the righteouſ- 
nels of the LaW, Rome, 8, 2, for theLord had toon! 
troverlic 
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troyerſie with his Law, but with man for breaking of 
his Law. | 

Arg. 10. The next thing you urge that hath any 
ſeeming gloſs upon it, is this 3 Tow ſay that the new Co- 
venant was not according to the old, and this you bring 
to aboliſh the Law of God as a faulty Covenant ſpoken of 
in Heb.2. 8,9,10,11,12,13. | 

Anſw. Although the Author to the Hebrews faith,If 
the firſt Covenant had been faultleſs, then ſhould no 
place have been found for the ſecond ; yet you ought 
to underſtand that God did not find fault with his 
Law 3 for as David (aith, The Law of the Lord i per- 

feF, Pfal.1 9. And the Apoſtle Paul faith, 7t is ſpiritnal, 
holy, jnit, and good, Rom.7. it was writ in the heart 
of Chriſt, and no faulty thing could come there, Pſat. 
40. 8. it is very unreaſonable then to think, that God 
found fault with his perfe@, ſpiritual, holy, juſt, and 
good Law : Was it faultleſs, and yet faulty ? perfect, 
and yet imperfe(t? And where will you lay this fault 
but upon God himſelf, ſeeing he only was the Author 
of it ? And ſhew me what fault there is inthe ten 
Commandments it you can ? Your ſelf ſomtimes do 
acknowledge nine of them to be very , and yet 
will you > them all faulty becauſe of the Sabbath ? 
But one would think nine Commandments might as 
well make one faultle, as one Commandment make 
nine faulty : for although the Author ta the Hebrews 
ſaith, 1f the firit Covenant had been faxhief , there 
ſhould zo place have been fought for the ſecond; yet he 
clearly expreſſeth himſelf in the next verſe; for find- 


ing fault with them, he ſaith, Behold, the days come, 
6 | 
ſaith 
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44ith the Lord, that 1 4 a+ 4 new Covenant with 
the Honſe of Iſrael,,and with the Houſe of Judah, not ac- 
cording to the Covenant I made with their Fathers, in 
the day I took ther by the hand, to bring them out of the 
Land of Egypt, which my Covenant they broke, although 
Twas an Hwiband to them ; So that you ſee the fault 
was in the people that broke Gods Covenant, and 
therefore God tinds fault with them for breaking his 
Covenant : And at this rate the Apoſtle Geol in 
Kom. 8. 2, For what the Law could not do in that it was 
weak through the fleſh God ſent forth his Son in the 
likeneſs of linful fleſh; and for ſin, condemned ſin in the 
fleſh, that the righteouſneſs of the Law might be fufiled 
in ws who walk not after the fleſh, but after the ſpirit, 
Now here the Law is {aid to be weak, but how weak? 
Not in it ſelf, but thorow the fleſh it became weak, 
and could not fave, becauſe we were weak, and had 
tranſgreiled itz and in like manner, the Covenant is 
laid to be faulty, not in its ſelf, but with-reſpect to the 
Covenanters which had broke it, and ſo could not be 
juſtified by it,but condemned. Doth it therefore make 
void his Law ? For this fault was found in the days of 
the Prophet Jeremiah; and yet notwithſtanding the 
Law ſtood firmly in force 3 but if your reaſoning be 
good , you have nothing to do to trouble your ſelf 
about the new Covenant 3 for you ſay the Gentiles 
have nothing todo with the old Covenant, becauſe it 
was made with the Jews; andiffo, thenthe Gentfles 
have nothing to do with the new Covenant,for that is 
made with the Jews alſo : This Covenant is promiſed 
to be made with the twelve Tribes of the _— -4 
| Ifracl, 
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tyand the Houke of * MM which will not be ful- 
until the Calling oft ;the Jews, and yet it js appli- 
cable to. all the, Iſrael of God, though Gentiles y 
Nature : but by your way of reaſoning, you have rea- 
ſoned the Gentiles out of the old Covenant, yea, and 
your ſe}f with all the Gentilesout of the newCovenant. 
And further, you are exceedingly out, in making 
this COycoage trom Mount Sinai a nk of works, 
as [ have beture proved, but more fully, aud for theſe 
reaſons. SEE | : 
'Reaſ. 1. Becauſe Iracl were ſinners befure rhe gi- 
viggptthe Law oy Mount Sinai,z and therefue if it 
Ce. poſhble tor them at,that time to have per- 
formed every jot and title of the Law, yet that could 
not juſtitic them from the fins that were paſt 3 tor we 
are juſtined by Clriſts pertorming the Covenant of 
Works for us, and imputing of his performance to us, 
whichis in veryceed thenew Covenant, or Covenant 
of Grace. | - | 
Reaſ. 2. This opinion makes of none effect the pre- 
cious blood of _ Chriſt; for it righteouſneſs could 
have come by the Law, Chrit died without a cauſe, 
Reaſ. 3. Thenew Covenant was ja fgrce before the 
giving of the Law in Mount Sinai,otherwiſe, how could 
Abel, Enoch, Noah, Abraham, and a'l the Worthiecs, 
have died jn;the Faith 2, The Goſpel was preached to 
Abraham long before the givin ihe Laws fo that 
the Covenant,of Works, ar firſt Coyenant could not 
take place after the ſecond was in being 3 forthisis to 
jake the firſt Covenant the ſccond,and the ſecond the 
icſt 3 and in ſo doing, you will make the ſecond Co- 
bog F. 
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venant faulty z fo that Sod, is abſolute neceffity to 
the firſt Covenant to the firſt man, or elſe we 
make nothing but confuſion in the principles of Reli- 
This I thought meet to ball becauſe many 
through ignorance do run themſelves upon deſperate 


rocks1n arguing againſt the Law, making, as it were, 
two wa ro wy; arp both falſe " x Ifrac! were 
to obtain heaven by a Covenant of Works, "and the 
Gentiles by faith without works. 

But to come more dire&tly to anſwer your argu- 
ment, which is, that the ſecond Covenant was not ac- 
cording to the firſt ; I do grant that thETecond Cove- 
nant was not according to the firſt ; for the firſt Cove- 
nant was writin Tables of ſtone, but this in the fleſh- 
ly Tables of the Heart : but you would have the laws 
of the ſecond Covenant to be, not according to the 
lays of thefirſt ; and if fo, then nothing but blaſphe- 
my and groſs abſurdities will follow : for if the laws of 
the ſecond Covenant be not — tothe firſt,then 
they are contrary to the laws of the firſt ; for it is the 
law of the firſt Covenant to worftip the only true God: 
but by your argument, the law of the ſecond Cove- 
nant 15not according to this, but quite contrary 3 it is 
the law of the firft Covenant to forbid Murder and A- 
dultery, but the law of the ſecond (you fay) is not 
cn to this, but contrary toit 3 and upon ſuch 
monſtrous abfurditits you run your ſelyes, in affirmi 
that the laws of the ſecond Covenant ate not acco 
ing to the laws of the firſt. 

But the truth lies plain here, God writ his Law in 


Tables of ſtone, to ſhew their perpetuity, Job 19. bo. 
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and that/by reaſon of fin, 1 heart is hardned, #nd 
become ſtone, God promiſeth to take away the 
heart, and to give hearrs of fleſh; and to write his I.aw 
in Tables of fieth,, which is the few Covertant ; the 
Law is the ſame, buc the Tables differ 5 the fime hw 
that was writ in Adawr heart, was writ in Tables of 
ſtone; the ſame law that was writ in Tables of ſtone, 
was writ in the heare of Chrift"the ſecond 44a#1 ; the 
ſame Law that was' writin the Heart of Chriſt, 'is' writ 
in the heart of every true believer in Chriſt : we have 
the Law by nature in our hearts of ſtone; as we are the 
feed of the twiſt 4daz 5 but we have the law by grace 
written in our hearts of fleſh, as'we are the ſeed of the 
ſecond Adam. And (o Iproceed toanfwer the Que- | 
ſtion proponnded by Mr Thomas Monch, which is as \ 
followeth, | 
. Queſt. Whether Jeſis Chrift as Mediator of the new 
Covenant,hath commanded believing Gentiles to obſerve 
the ſeventh day Sabbath ? 

Anſw. | deſire my'Reader to take notice, that this 
Queſtion is propounded by Mr A»/el/! as the maſter- 
piece of his Book, which he would have all that keep 
the Sabbath to ſarisfie their Conſciencein, or elſe be- 
come prophane Sabbath-breakers'like himſelf; but 
alas, this queſtion doth not reach the thing in contro- 
verſie : We believe that it is the duty of all men to\, 
keep the ſeventh-day-Sabbath , but this Queſtion isx, 
only about believing Genriles': asif they granted that / 
the Jews and unbelieving Gentiles were boumd to k 
the Sabbath; and yet at other times the Sabbath muſt 
ficeds be a ſhaddow, and done awayat the death of po 

, E 2 Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, and ſo. in force to no man; :and-yet here the 
Queſtion muſt be ſtreight-lac'd only about believing 
Gentiles 3 when as it is; well known' by. every under- 
ſtanding man, yea-and.the-Qyerent himſelf I make no 

ueſtion, that all that isthe"duty of unbelieving Gen- 
tiles, is the duty of believing Gentiles 3 ſo that this 
reſtriction was made on purpoſe to evade ſome Scrip- 
ture proof that, is in more general terms. 

But that which-will' diſcover the hghtneſs of this 
Queſtion is, the explanation given by Mr Monch him- 
ſelf, whichis this, [ 4/ things that Jeſws Chrift hath 
commanded believing Gentiles to obſerve that are not in 
the firit Covenant, that IT call. the new Covenant.) This 
is ſuch a new Covenant asI-never heard of before; it 
is made up of all-ſuch laws\as are not in the firſt Cove- 
nant 3 ſo that there is not one of the ten Command- 
ments to be found in this Covenant 5 it is no wonder 
then that the Sabbath ſhould be wanting , if this be 
true 3 for Mr Menck cxpreſly ſaith, | That he calls all 
thoſe Commandmentt new Covenant, which are not in 
the old Covenant) and-ſlo by'conſequence, there is no 
ſeventh day ſabbath.in the new. Covenant 3, but cer- 
tainly yqu do farget yourſelf; for-as-you reaſon again(t 
the true Sabbath; ſo you reaſon; againſt the true God : 
but the new Covenant you ſay ismade up of ſuchlaws 
aSare not in the old; ;z and'now you have aboliſhed the 
Law.ingood Earneſt!s for you will not grant-the cen 
commandments tobe in farce a3they are the: fir(t Co- 
yenant, and you, ſay, the ſecond, Covenant is, [ af ſuch 
Laws as are not in the firiF)} fo that your Queſtion is as 
fully bent againſt all the ten Commandments asaga iu wh 

7, | / the 


& 


, 


(29 

the Sabbath 3, and if any nd. ſo wicked astothink it 
lawful to break all the ten Commandments,your que- 
ſtion would as fitly ſerve tojuſtifte ſuch a wicked prin- 
ciple,. as it doth to juſtifie your principle of profaneſs 
or Sabbath breaking : And here Mr Ruſſell muſt take 
ſhame unto himſelt; for he attirms, that only that 
which Chriſt as Mediator of the uew Covenant hath 
commanded , is his duty and yet he faith with Mr 
Monck, that the new Covenant is all ſuch Laws as 
are not in the old Covenant; fo that all the Laws of 
the old Covenant he may tranſgreſs by hisown, princi- 
ple, for only the new Covenant is his duty, which hath 
none of the Laws of the firſt Covenant in it. 

But why doth Mr 0-ck enquire for the Sabbath in 
the new Covenant, ſeeing he ſaith, That thoſe Com- 
mandments are the new OY that are not in the 
old Covenant ? Which is as much as if he had faid,let 
meſee the ſeventh day Sabbath-in ſuch a part of Scr- 
pture as hathnevera one of the-ten Commandmentsin 
It, on purpoſe to evadeall Scripture proof. 

And that which further ſhews the vanity of this 
queltion,is, that nothing will fatisfie it,but a command 
from Chriſt as Mediator : if I ſhould ſhew that Chriſt 
as King hath commanded the Sabbath, and as Prophet 
hath-taught the obſervation of it, this will not. do the 
buſineſs, they muſt have a; command from Chriſt as 
Mediator 3 and in anſwer to this I do affirm , that 
Jeſus Chriſt (as Mediator,) hath not given forth any 
commandment in all the Scriptures; he gives fort 
laws as God and King, and teaches them as he is a 
Prophet, but azMediatgy, be takes our ſins-upon bias, 
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and pleads his bloodfor firisfaQtion he is (o far from 
making lawsasMediator, that he pleads his blood to 
ive that Law fatisfation which himſelf was made un- 
der: and how properitis for a middle-man,that makes 
peace between King and ſubjetts, to give forth” Laws 
by vertue of thar office, I leave it to the truly wiſe ir 
heartto judge; for though the Lord did make him 
King of kings for Im his work as Mediator, yet 
he givesforth Laws as God and King, and not as Me- 
diator. 

Arg. 1t. You doſay, That Chriif as he is a Prophet 
is to be heard in all things, and this you bring again 
bearing of Moſes. 

Anſw.. It is true, it is our duty to hear Chriſt as he 
35 a Prophet, in all things ; but that weare not to hear 
the Servants of Chriſt, I do utterly deny ; for this 
would make an error in the foundation : for the true 
Church is built upon the foundation of the Apoftles 
and Prophets, Chriſt the chief comer ſtone 3 and we 
are commanded to try all Doftrines by the Law of 
God, and Teſtimony of Jeſus, 7/a. 8. 20. For if they 

tak not according to this word, it is becauſe there is 
20 light in them : foras T ſaid before, thongh God' af 
ſundry times and divers manners fpake by his ſervants 
the Prophets, hath in theſe laſt dayes ſpoken nnto ws 
by his Son,yet it was God that ſpake all, and therefore' 
we ought to heat all ; and if you will be true toyour” 
Principle, which pou ſay is to hear Chrift as the great 
Prophet in all things, therefore hear what he faith, 
Luke 16. 29. They have Moſts and the Prophets , lot 
ther hear thens ; this is the voice from heaven,and this 
| is 
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is the yoice of Chriſt ; L the voice of the Glutton' 
in hell was quite contrary, he was of your opinion, 
and laid as you fay, nay we mult not hear Aſoſes ; for 
when it was told him that the way to eſcape hell, and 
to obtain heaven, was to hear Moſes and the Prophets, 
he faith, Nay father Abrabam, but let one riſe from 
the dead ; and at this rate you ſpeak; for under pre- 
tence of excelling Chriſt as riſen from the dead, you go 
about to make void the Law and the Prophets ; but 
the drift of this Parable is to ſhew, that thoſe that 
would not believe A7oſes and the Prophets, they would 
not believe Chriſt, though riſen from the dead, v. 31. 
according to that ſaying of Chriſt, John 5. 47. If you 
will not believe Moſes writings, bow can you believe 
' my words ? 

And if you ſay with M* Zves, That thenew Teſta- 
ment was not eſtabliſhed till the reſurreQion of Chriſt, 
and ſo it was the duty of the people before tohetr 
Moſes z Then I will ſay with M* Braborwe, how got the 
Thief on the Croſs into Paradice two or three dayes 
before ? And, how got Abraham into heaven, and 
Lazarw into his boſome, if the new Teſtament was 
not in force till after the dgath of Chriſt? No man e- 
' ver obtained heaven by works, but onely by. grace, 
which is the new Teſtament held forth by the blood of 
Chriſt, which was preached inall ages, Moſes taught 
the lame word of faith which Pax{taught , Kow.1o, 
$,6,7,8. and the ſame Goſpel whiol was preached to 
the primitive Church,, was preached to Iſrael in the 
Wilderneſs, Heb.4-2, and if you will not hear Chriſt 


till after the reſurretion, how do you hear him in all 
No things ? 
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things? which you ſay-we ought to do : if you did 
vnderftand your own principle, you would have a very 
ſinall pocket Bible,” for all the Law that you and all 
the world muſt be under, is only a few Exilthes, that 
was moſt of them directed to particular Churches and 
Saints 3 and whilſt you are pleading agair ſt hearing of p 
Moſes, youare taken at unawares in hearing of himz 
for it is the command of 479ſes, that you ſhould hear 
Chriſt-in- all things, A&-s 7. 37. ſo that if you hear 
Chrilt in all things, you obey the command of Aſs 
Afoſes bids you hear Chriſt, and Chriſt bids you, hear 
Moſes ; to that you cannet hear Moſes but you muſt 
hear-Chriſt, neither can you hear Chriſt but you anuft 
hear Moſes; 

And.if the Law be aboliſhed, or if the Gentiles 
were never under the Law, what have you to do with 
this command which was given out by Moſes? For you 
urge Moſes againſt Moſer, and a command from Aſ0- 

es, to prove that you are not bound to hearken to any 
of the commands of Moſes : and mark what a mon- 
ſter your doqrine is when it is faitly opened ; Youſay 
we muſt hear Chriſt, but we muiſt'not hear Moſes, 
whereas your chief drift is againſt the ten Comnmand- 
ments which God himſel& ſpake 3 for the ten Com- 
mandments of | Moſes were not fron; himſelf, but were 
the very commandsof God ; fo that your principle is 
this, we muſt hear Chriſt, but we muſtnot hear God 3 
and then I demand of you how we ſhould hear Chriſt, 
whether as he is Man, or as he is God? If you ſay we 
onght to hear him as he is Man, then your principle” 1s, 
that we muſt not hear' God, but we muſt hegr off 
(1 717 TT WO ' Man 
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Man Chriſt Jeſus 3 and 42.0 exalt the Maghood 
of Chriſt above the Godhead,and refuſe to hear Chriſt 
as he 1s God : butif you ſay we ought to hear Chrift 
as God, then your principle is nothing but a plain con- 
tradition 3 we wuſt hear God, but we mult not hear 
+ God 3 all whichis grofly abſurd : whilft the truth lies 
+ Plainly here, God commanded all that Aoſes com- 
inanded, and God commanded all that Chriſt com- 
manded 3 and in hearing of Moſes we hear God, and 
in hearing of Chriſt we do no mcre ; and fo faith 
Chriſt the great Prophet, Johx 12. 49, The words that 
I ſpeak, are not mine, but the Fathers, 
., Andas forthag Piece: of Dr Francis Whites which 
you have added to your Book, I am one with the ſub- 
{tance,of it, in which you might have ſeena full con- 
cluſion of all you have written againſt the morality ct 
the ten commandments; my work is therefore to an- 
ſiver.to., that which you call an Application to the 
fourth commandment, which is as floweth. 

M. Ruſlell.F'irſt, you ſay,That the fourth Command: 
ment is not Jmph moral, becauſe all dayer were alike by 
Creation, and all times and things created by God were 
gdod, and it is only Gods poſitive command that makes 
one day differ from another. __ 

Azſw. Although all times and things were created 
good, yet all times and things were not created alike 
good, cxcept you will have a ſexpent as good us 2 
man,] and man as good as the ele&t Angels, and earth 


asgood as heaven. and {o. in like manner, althou 
all gayes were created good, yet not alike 800 ; 
fi the ſeventh 


x dayes were Common working daycs,but the 
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day was a holy reſting day. fb I do deny that all 
daycs were alike by Biedrion 3 for the firſt fix dayes 
were created working dayes, and he firftſeyenth d 
that ever was, was created a reſting day.,'ora Sabbath 
for man, according to the words of Chrfſt, God made 
man, and God made the fabbath for man, Mark 2." 
for God gid not. bring forth the ſeventh day by creati- 
on, and then afterwards make it a reſting day 3 'but 
God did bring forth even hy ertation, the ſeventh day 
a reſting day 3 ſo that the bbarh was firſt made,then 
celebrated by Gods 'exainple,- and afterwards com- 
manded 3 fo that take away the poſitive Law,and yet 
the ſeventh day isdifferenced from al other days,even 
by creation, _ ack 
M. Aſſell. Secondly, You fay, That the obſervation 
the ſeventh day of every week rather thex the firſt or 
þ ta. cannot be inferred from any principle or diGate 
of the Law of Natgre'; . for neither the fixed day,nor the 
end of its being appointed, nor the obſervatitn, are #ny 
concluſions of the Law of Nature. | 
Anſw. The law of the ten commandments is the 
law in Nature, as I have befqre proved ; and there- 
fore the Law of Nature teaches the obſervation of the 
ſabbath, but nature. being depraved ayd corrupt, 'it 
as quite contrary to the Law that is in itz and- the 
Law of Nature teaches to follow the beſt example, 
and not. the. wor(t ; and what berter example - we 
Cods own example? And your ſelf do acknowledge, 
that. the Law of Nature teaches, that a fufficient time 
be ſet apart for the worſhip of God 3 and if fo, Why 
not Gods time ? Is mans time ſufficient, and yet 1s _ 
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Gods tire ſuffictent ? Doth '# Nature it ſelf teach 
that Gods: _ the .beſt time? And yet you will 
ptefer atiy time of mans appointing, rather. then Gods 
time :: Well, take your choice,/Do you take tlie Furks 
time of Worthip, or the Popes:time, and I wil take 
the Lords time, which is the beſt timez you fay the 
end of the obſervation of the-ſabbath is: no didtate. of 
the Law of Nature ; then'it feems- you hokl its no mo» 
ral thing 'to keep in memory the wonders: uf 'Gbd/; 
which was the very end of Gods commanding the ſab- 
bath 3- which1s ſo abſurd, - itneedsno further ah[wer : 
and as for the obſervationof the'olay as a:day of (reft; 
this is. very: ſatable tothe Law of Natine 5 forvit is 
againſt Nature to be mercileſs and cruel : and 4lV men 
of reaſon and underſtanding do conclude, cither 'by 
word or practule, that there is;anabſolyte necahity to 
pbſerve one fixed day every week; or.clſe the bodies 
and. ſouls of men would be enflaved:: and if fo; L.fay 
in,. why not Gods time? | 

M, Ragell. Thirdlyz: You ſay, The Sabbath is no 
Moral Law, becauſe it. ws not revealed to all men,but 
only. Jews and. Profelytes, | 
 , Aſw. | have anivered this ſuthciently before, yet 
take;this further anſwer z the fabbath was as fully pub- 
liſhed to all men, as the other nine commandments 3 
ſo that this argument:is-as firmly bent againft the true 
God, asagain({tthe true fabbatha and L am farc there 
whs.never 10 great apreſenceatithe giving of any Law, 
a9-at the Law of the: ten commandments 3 for God 
 timnfelffpake it, with great majeſty and glory 3 and fo, 
” #4 allthepeople heard. hisvodice;''which were' in _ 
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ber from twenty years old pp —_— fix hundred 
thouſand 3 and a ards the Law was taught 
in every City of the Gentiles every Sabbath day, 4&s 
15. and by this wayof reaſoning, you will reaſon your 
ſelf out of all the Scriptures; for you may as well rea- 
fon againſt Pauls Epiſtles, and ſay they are not in force 
to all men, becaule they were ſent toſome particular 
Churches, and ſome particular perſons; -and I do ap- 
peal to any man of ſc ann which appears 
moſt probable (by the publiſhing of it) to be the Law 
for all Mankinde, whether that Law that was uttered 
by the mouth of God with ſuch great power and glo- 
ry, or the Epiſtles writ by Paw} to Timothy, Titav, and 
to Philemon ; which of theſe | ſay was moſt publickly 
publiſhed, as: Laws for allmemto obſerve? I ſpeaknot 
this as Nighting Paxls Epiſtles, for Ido believe they are 
binding'unto all men, but to ſhew the weakneſs of 
your reaſoning, and how = contradict your ſelf. 

Fourthly, Tow plead the Scriptures ſulence, in that 
they make mention of no Commandment to Adam, nor 
to any of the Patriachs for the keeping of the Sabbath, 
and therefore you conclude there was no ſuch thing. 

_ Anſw. There is more ſpoke of the ſabbath then of 
all the other nine commandments, from the beginnin 
to the Flood, how then can you think that the ol 
world were bound to. keep the other nine command- 
ments, if they were nat bound to keep the Sabbath ? 
for if rhe Scriptures ſilence of the fourth command- 
ment to Adam and the old World, proves there was 
no ſuch command for them to obſerve, then the Scri- 
pturecs ſilence of all the other nine —_—_ to 
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Adam andthe old World '_—. as well that there was 
no ſuch command given to Adaw,or tothe old World, 
which would be very monſtrous toaffirm z. and I have 
before proved, that the ſabbath was made for Adam, 
and Gods reſting on the ſabbath, and bleſſing and ſan- 
ifying it, doth ſtrongly imply'a commandment to 
Adam, for he might not make common or profane that 
time which God had (Ct apart and made holy : but 
further, there was no nced for the Lord to ſpeak ſo 
largely to man in a ſtate of perfeftion; for if Adam 
could ſocafily underſtand the Ordinance of marriage, 
by the Lord preſenting a woman unto him, how can 
wethink any leſs, but Gods own example in reſting on, 
bleſling and ſanctifying the ſeventh day, did nor give 
him ſufficient light to underſtand the Sabbath # for by 
theſe two Pa —_ Ordinances, man was fairly led in- 
tothe duties of the firſt and ſecond Table. And where- 
as you ſay that none of the Patriarchs kept the Sab- 
bath, as you read of ; bnt that is,no proof that they 
did not keep the Sabbath 3 for the Scripture is ſilent 
in many other things, which I think you would be 
aſhamed to ſay they did omit; and if itcould be pro- 
ved that they did not keep the ſabbath, yet this their 
negle&t will not make void the ſabbath ; for other. 
duties as well as this have been negleted for many 
hundred years: and let it be conſidered how unrcaſo- 
nable it is to think that God ſhould bleſs and fanctifie 
the Sabbath, for all men to profane for two thouſand 
years together; for ſo it muſt be, if none were pound 
to keep the ſabbath till the giving of the Law. in the 


wilderneſs. 
M. Raffell. 
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M. Ruſfell. Fifth! ME doaffirm,That neither Gods 
immediate commanding the fourth Commandment with 
his own voice, nor writing it in Tables of "one, i any 
proof of the Morality of the fourth Commandment. 

Anſw. Tf all you Sabbath breakers fhould lay your 
heads together, you would never be able to prove that 
ever one Ceremonial Law wgs thus wrote and ſpoke 
by God ; andif you'fay the Sabbath is a Ceremony, 
, Which is the thing in queſtion, and what reaſon can 

you give that God ſhould-thus write and ſpeak the 

Sabbath, if it werea Corona, more then all the o- 

ther Ceremonies ? at God ſhould fo ſtrictly 
charge and coinmand the obſervation of the Sabbath, 
and give ſuch weighty reaſons for their ſo doing, if it 
was not moral? Or, that God ſhould write it in the 
heart of all his Moral Laws, and write more largely of 
that then of all the fix Commandments in the ſecond 
Table, if it was a perifhing ſhaddow, that God would 
have forgotten ? 

M. Ruſſell. Sixtly, You ſay, Onur Saviours DoGrine 
and Pradiſe teaches, that it was in many caſes,and upon 
ſundry occaſions, lawfyl to do ſerile work , and things 
repugnant t0 the letter of the fourth Commandment, 
John 5.9, 18. Matth. 17. 1, 2,3, 5. Mark 2. 23. 

Anſw, To make it lawful to break lawes' withour 
ſome command extraordinary, is nv ſmall abfurdiry z- 
and how can the Law be cranſpreſſed without fin, ſee- 
ing ſin is the tranſgrefſion of the Law © And as for 
Joon 5. which you alledge'to prove Chriſt a Sabbath 

reaker, it will nor ſerve your turn, although you 


could. prove (which you cannot do) that the _ 
be 


bed was aburden; forir ONS not ſervile work that the- 
man did in carrying of his bed, but Gods work, and ir 
was to ſhew the mighty power of God, and perfeftion 
of the cure z fr the fourth Commandment forbids 
not Gods work, but our own ſervile work 3 and hence 
itis, that though it be hard Jabour to lift an Oxe or 

n Aſs out of a pit,. yet it might be. done upon the 
Sabbath gaz ; for it-wa$no ſervile work, but a work 
of mercy, The fixt commandment faith, Thox ſhalt 
ot kill, and yet it was lawful for the Jews to Kill in 
Gods.cauſe, though it was not lawful for them to Kill 
in their own 3 and ſure Ranters will not ſtick to make 
Chriſt a Tranſgreſſorof the eight, Commandment, as 
you make him a Tranſgreſlor of the fourth Command- 
ment, becauſe he commanded the Diſciples to looſe 
the Aſs without asking the owners leave; but they with 
you do labour in vain, for our $ayiour is fo far from 
Faſt ing of Sabbath breakers, that when his Diſci- 
ples A charged by the Pharilees for pulling the 
cars of Corn upon the Sabbath day, he clearly takes 
off their accuſation as falſe and ſlanderous, and proves 
them to beguiltleſs in verſe 7. If you had known what 
this meaneth, 1 will have mercy and not ſacrifice, you 
world not have condemned the guiltleff : When Jeſus 
Chriſt had opened theeyes af the blind man,the Pha- 
rilges were of your minde, and thought he had been a 
Sabbath breaker, and.faid in John 9. 16. This man * 
nat of God , becauſe he ktrpeth not the Sabbath day : 
Others faid, How can a man that is a finner, do "9 
racles as theſe £ So that you ſee,to make Chriſt a Sab- 


bach breaker, is 6 make Chriſt a\ſitimer, as is affemed 
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by thoſe that take his part againſt his perſecutorsz 
that now you are on the wrong (ide, with the Phariſees 
making Chriſt a ſinner or a ſabbath-breaker 3 whilſt 
(with thoſe that take his part) do fay,,if he was a fin- 


ner, how could he do ſuck Miracles? And; if he was -— 


a ſinner, how could he be a Saviour ? But this is ſo groſs 
it nceds no further anſwer ; for all that underſtand 
themſelves do: firmly believe, that although he. was 
made (in for us, yet he knew no fin ; he was made man 
in all things, ſin only excepted, and fo was offered up 
a Lamb without blemiſh, and without ſpot. 

M. Ruſſell, You do ſay, That our Saviours ſpeech in 
Mat. 24. 20. Pray that yonr flight be not in the Winter, 
nor on the Sabbath day, did not ſignifie the Sabbaths be- 
ing in force at the deſtrution Jeruſalem, but he thus 
ſpake, becauſe the Tews wonld perſecute them that would 
fly npon the Sabbath day. | | -\ 

Anſw. $0 ſaith M. Tves tothis Text, and more then 
| this, for heſaith, if proves no wore that Chrift would 
have the Sabbath ſantified by believing Gentiles, then 
it proves that they ſhould ſan@iffe the Winter, So 
that although you do deny the continuing of the ſab- 
bath till the deſtruction of Jeruſalem,yet M. Ives doth 
not ; all thgt he denies is that believing Gentiles were 
not bound to ſanfifie the Sabbath 3. but he doth not 
deny the ſanftification of the Sabbath to be the duty 
of the Jews and unbelieving. Gentilesz but however 
M, Fves had no realon to ke. the ſanification of the 


Wintes with thefandtification of the Sabbath, unleſshe 
could have proved thar'ever there was ſuch a thing as 
thexlanctificatiqn of the Winter 3 and Idelye yauran 

M, 1ves 
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M. Zves, and all of your pony ſeriouſly to conſi- | 
der with your ſelves, whether you could pray at this 
rate according to Chriſts direftton, and yet hold that 
there is no Sabbath in being ; for if it ſhould be told 
you that ſome great calamity would certainly befall 
you, but it would be greater if it ſhould come upon 
you on the Sabbath day 3 now I fay, could you thus 
pray, and yet in your principle contradict your pray- 
ers: and at thisrate Chriſt taught his Diſciplesto pray, 
if you ſpeak truth tron: this Scripture : but it plainly 
appears from the words of Chriſt, that as furc as Win- 
ter was toremain Winter, ſo the ſeventh day wasto 
remain the Sabbath 3 and ſo the Diſciples ſhould pray 
that their flight might not be in the Winter, becauſe 
the badneſs of the ar would add tothcir atfttition, 
nor on the Sabbath, becauſe they thould toyl and la- 
bour on that day, to the grief of their ſouls, ' where- 
in they uſed toreſt and rejoyce, asappears by the ſong 
for the Sabbath day. 

And whereas you ſay , That Chriſt ſpake theſe 
words becauſe the Jews would perſecute thoſe that 
would offer to fly upon the Sabbath; this is very light 
and vain; for the Jews did not only hold it lawful to 
fly upon/the Sabbath, but to ſtand to their Arms,and 
fight on the Sabbath z otherwiſe, how is it that they 
* kept out ſuch a potent Army out of Jeruſalem ſo ma- 
ny Sabbaths? But it plainly appears that there was 

at weight in the words of our Saviour, for Jeruſa- 
Lo was taken on the Sabbath, which was their day 
of great trouble; and therefore there was great need 
- for the Diſciples to pray that their fight mig t not» be 
IO on 
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on the Sabbath : And it is reported that their prayer 
was an{wered, for a little before the Wars began ar 
Jeruſalem, there was an Oracle warned all the Chri- 
ſtians to go forth to Pea, which was a Town beyond 
Jordan, and ſo they eſcaped the miſery that others 
felt on the Sabbath day, if Hiſtory may be believed': 
but if you defire further ſatisfaction in this matter, I 
refer you to my Book on the Sabbath, where you may 
not only ſee the continuation of the Sabbath till the 
deſtruction of Jeruſalem, but to theend of the world : 
for this deſtruction of Jeruſalem on the Sabbath day, 
was a type of the great trouble that will come upon 
the, Lords people upon the Sabbath day, even at the 
ſecbnd coming of Chrilt. 

M. Ruſſell. The next thing you urge that hath"any 
ſeeming gloſs againſt the Sabbath, 1s Col. 2.17; Let 
#0 man therefore judge you in meat or in drink, or in 
reſpe& of an holy day, or of the new Moon of the $ab» 
baths, which are-a ſhaddow of things to come, but the 
body is of Chriit, From whence M. Tves and you do 
both conclude, That the Sabbath is a ſhaddow, and a- 
bol:ſhed at the death of Christ. | 

Anſw. Here js no mention made of the / Sabbath 
day, .but of Sabbaths in general, which might be (for 
ought you know ) the yearly Sabbath ; for there was 
yearly Sabbaths, and Sabbath dayes, belide the ſe- 
venth day Sabbath 3 and it would be exceeding ſtran 
if the Apoſtle ſhauld take the Sabbath our of t 
'heart of the Moral Laws, and rank 'it with meatsand 
drigks, and the;new Moot;  and-if your Interpretation 
of this Scripturebe true,then we mult as well be with- 

out 
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out meat and drink; as __ the Sabbath ; for 7+ 
you will concliide from this:-Texr that all Sabbaths ara 
thaddows, then it will as well follow, that all meats 
and drinks are ſhaddows, and {6 by: your-rule of in- 
terpretation, you are as firmly bound to abſtain from 
all meats and drinks, -as you are bound from the obſer- 
vation of all Sabbaths. But you may now ſee you are 
ran 'npon' a rock by this hunger-bitten argument 3 
And will you now diſtinguiſh' betwech meats -and 
drinks that were a ſhaddovw of things to come, and 
between thoſe meats and drinks that were no ſha - 
dows of things to come? ,Then you mitt give 'me 
leave likewiſe todiſtinguiſh between, thoſe Sabbaths 
that were a ſhaddow of things to come, and the fe- 
venth day Sabbath, which was no ſhaddow ct things 
tocome, but commanded to be kept in commetnora- 
tion of what was paſt, even, Gods creating of the 
world in {tx dayes, and reſting the ſeventh, Exod. Y 
20. but how vain is man in going about to contradict 
his Maker ? by afhrming, that the Sabbath was. a 
ſhaddow of things to come 3 when as the oblervati- 
on of the Sabbattri5 in remembrance of what was 
paſt 3 and leſt the Apoſtle ſhould be miſtaken in 
his ſpeaking of meats, and drinks, and Sabbaths, that 
were ſhaddows, he givesthisnote of diſtinction, that 
they were ſuch meatsand drinks, and ſuch Sabbaths, 
as were a ſhaddow of things to come; but all, meats 
and drinks were not (o, neither were all Sabbaths 3 
for the ſeventh day Sabbath was commanded to be 
kept in remembrance of what was palt, 
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M.&»ſell. You ſay, Reſting from ſervile work, did 
repreſent reſting from ſin in the time of the Goſpel. 

Anſw.God commanded mantoreft on the Sabbath ; 
to repreſent his reſting on the Sabbath from the works 
of Creation; but you fay, it was commanded to re- 
preſent mens reſting from fm in the time of the Go- 
ſpel, not Gods wonderful works, and Gods reſt, but 
mans works of darkneſs, and mans reſting from them 3 
but how highly is Maſter Reſe# , _ all men of 
his perſwaſion , mounted in their own conceit , in 
thinking that Moſes, Aaron, Joſhua, Caleb, and 
all the Prophets, yea and Chriſt himſelf, and his 
Apoſtles, did all reſt upon the Sabbath day, to re- 
preſent their reſting from fin-in the time of the Go- 
ſel; and ſceing there is no man that lives and fin- 
neth not, who 1s it that reſts from fin ? They that 
have their Conſciences truly awakened , are fo far 
from reſting from fin, that they are exceedingly af- 
fiited by it, and have a continual warfare with it, 
and do you think that Moſes and Samwel, and all 
the Worthies did not reſt from fin as well as you? 
and is this your reſting from ſin , to plead for fin, 
which is the tranſgreſhon of Gods Law ? And fur- 
ther, if reſting on the ſeventh day did ſignifie mens 
reſting from I then working on the fix dayes did 
Ganife mens working of fin 3 and if we muſt not reſt 
on the ſeventh day, becauſe reſting on it did ſigni- 
fie reſting from fin , then we muſt not work on the 
fix dayes, becauſe working on the fix dayes did ſig- 
nifie mens working of fin; and then we fhall ne1- 
ther work nor reſt : but enough (if not too —_— - 

uc 
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ſuch vain reaſoning. And as for that you offer next, 
it is but the ſame again, which I have anſwered be- 
fore, and therefore I ſhall proceed. WY 

M. Ruſſel. You ſay, the fourth Commandment in 
reſþe& of the particular day of the week therein ſpecifi- 
ed, is not its force under the Goſpel. 

Anſw. Maſter Ives and you deſerve ſharply to be 
reproved for your quibling thus in the things of God, 
you ſometimes aboliſh all the ten Commandments, 
and ſomtimes the tourth Commandment in particu- 
lar, but now you will aboliſh it-only as to the par- 
ticular day, and fo faith Maſter Tves in the 215. 
page of his Book 3 The Law of the fourth Command- 
ment bindes ws to a time of Iorſhip , though not to 
that time of the ſeventh day. 

To the which I anſwer, there are but ſeven days 
in all, and fix of them are appointed working days, 
and the ſeventh day for the Worſhip of God, and 
there is no time commanded in the fourth Com- 
mandment but the ſeventh day, take the ſeventh 
day away, and where will you find your time of 
Worſhip, nay , where will you find any ſuch thing 
as the fourth Commandment, if you take away the 
obſervation of the ſeventh day 3 which is the fourth 
Commandment, leave out the obſervation of the 
ſeventh day Sabbath out of the Commandment, and 
take your pen, and write me out the fourth Com- 
mandment if you canz but to convince all mew of 
this ſottiſh Notion , do but behold what a fourth 
Commandment theſe men make by leaving out the 
Sabbath commanded by the fourth me p. 

xad. 
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Exod. 20.8. 


Remember ——.--—-- Six dayes ſbalt thou 
labour and do all thy work , ——. Thou 
ſhalt not do any work , tho, nor thy fon, nor 
thy daughter, thy man-ſervant , nor thy muid- 
ferwant,:1nor thine Oxe, nor thin? Aſs, nor the 
Stranger that is within thy Gates : For in ſix 
adayes the Lord made Heawen and Earth, the 
Sea , wand. all that in them is; and reſted------ 


wherefore the Lord bl oſſed---<=--=- 


Behold now. what. a monſtrous abſurdity you make 
of the fourth Commandment,and whilſt you think to 
prove your ſelves wiſe by your nice diſtinftions , you 
do- become fools, in making Cods fourth Command- 
ment. nothing' at all but a mcer heap of confuſion, and 
in making of, jt {peak cqntradictions to its ſelf; forit 


commanded; the obſervation of the ſeventh day,from 
"Moſes to theideath of Chriſt, as your ſelves 'ackhow- 


ledge, :and yet now it contradicts its ſelf, and com- 


/\mandeth/not the obſervation of the ſeventh day , but 


ſome dther;day;z as if. the Oracles of God were yea 


and nay; bke your Arguments againſt the Sabbath 3 
buthawever, youarc tor atune of Worſhip, though 


ou areagainft the Sabbath, which is Gods time of 
orſhiip.z any ygime but Gods time will ſerve your 


M. Anſell. 
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M. Auſel/. Youdo ſay, Sha the Sabbath cannot 
be in force to all Nations, becauſe in ſome habitable 
Regions the years are not diſtinguiſhed by weeks, con- 
ſifting of ſeven dayes of twenty four hours conſiiting of 
morning and evening, by reaſon of the riſing and ſetting 

the Sun; for in ſome Countries their dayes are ſtxty 

ve of ours, and in ſome places their dayes an hundred 

thirty three of ours, and the like, ſo that theſe people 
cannot keep the Sabbath ; | becauſe nnder their Climate 
there is no ordinary weeks conſiSting of ſeven dayes, 
and therefore you conclude the Sabbath is no Moral 
Precept. 

Anſw. In thoſe Countries where they have ſo much 
day together, they have at other tunes fo much night 
together, and reports. about them, do yary 3 ſome 
ſay they are inhabited, others ' ſay the contrary 3 but 
ſuppoſe all were true that you (gy, yet. that will 
not prove the Sabbath-to be a Ceremony ({: for as: the 
Pſalmiſt faith, The dark places of the Earth are full 
of the Habitations of cruelty; that is, they are the 
places by Divine appointment for the cruel wilde 
Beaſts, and not for man, except they will become 
like Beaſts; for as David ſaith, There i no ſpeech nor 
language nnder hoaven'; where the yoice of day and 
night 3s not heard, Plal. 19: 2, 3. So that 1t there he 
any ſpeech or language under heaven that hear not 
the voice of day and night, they are gone put of that 
ordetly ſtate: which' they! wvbre. in 'ig Davids timg, 
arid ' ſo 'ought'to'retum again [inta--ſuch  Cquntries, 
where they may-be ia capacity to-ſerve oat 
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| forſake' all that this world affords , rather then-fin_ 
againſt God 3 and if ſo, 'then men may well forſake 64 


their dark places, \ and come to the light 3 for mens 
Habjrations ought ro ſtoop to Gods Law, and not 
Gods Law to their habitations : It is ſaid in 4s 
2. 5. That there was dwelling at Jernſalew Jewes, 
devout men, of every Nation nnder Heaven : By which 
't appears 3 that all Nations had the knowledge of 
the ſeventh day Sabbath : for though theſe devour 
men, out of every Nation were dwelling at Jerufa- 
lem, yet according to the prayer ofRFo/owon, they 
heard of the great Name and Fame of God, and 
ſo came 'thither for his Name fake; 1 Kings 8,41, 
42. Now if it was the duty of ſomeof every Nation . 
under heaven to be devout, accor.!ing to the Law, | 
thenit was the duty of all men in all Nations to be thus 
devout and conſequently to keep the ſabbath. 

But if it ſhould be granted that ſome people arc 
ignorant” of thei ſeven day ſabbath , chat will not 
make the fourth Commandmenta Ceremonial Law 3 
for then if people ſhould be ignorance of the other 
nine Commandments they muſt all be Ceremonial 
likewiſe : and if fo, then if the Turk take children 
in their Infancy from their Parents, and make them 
his Souldiers, 'and never let them know their pareats, 
then by your rule of reaſoning, the fifth Command- 
ment 4 no Moral Eaw, for theſe children cannot 


know theic Father and: Mother, and therefore can- 
, not hon N ) 


them 5/they are /as ignorant .of thein gg” 


' rents, asthoſe people you ſpeak; of can be of the 
\ bath 3 only withthlsdlference, they 6k 400 Gora 


Ru 
" 


SER 


—_ 


i + OP ( 49 Wi)... —" 
he ſeventh day Sabbath may be-infoxmed , bur 
theſe children cannot be informed ; bur becauſe ſome 
children may be ignorant-of their Fathers anda; 
thers ,, and therefore rannot honour them , will it \ 
therefore follow, that thoſe children which do know / 
their Fathers and their Mothers are not bound to ho* 
nour them 2 Any more then it will tollow that thoſe 
that know the ſeventh day Sabbath are not. bound:ro 
keep it, becauſe ſome people are ignorant of it; But 
further, the Apoſtle ſaith, That the world by wiſulome 
knew not God 3, and the wiſe Philoſophers of Athens 
could not finde out the true God, nor the true Wor- 
ſhip of God , 4&-s 17.18, 23. Will it therefore fol- 
low that the firſt and fecond Commandments are. not 
Moral Lawes, or that ſuch as know the true God are 
not bound to Worſhip him, becauſe {ume people are 
ignorant of the true God and of his Worſhip ? By this 
means you go about, not onely to make void the Sab- 
bath and the fifth Commandment, bur alſo the zrue 
Worſhip of God, yea and God himſelf, making ig- 
norance a' cloak for every fin 3 but I have ſo much 
charity"to think , that it is through ignorance that 
you thus plead for ignorance, and againſt true wiſdom, 
which is to do Gods Commandments, Pal. 1 11. 10. 
Again, by your way of reaſoning, you make it a 
Ceremonial thingto number time by fevens, which 1s 
the way of numbring both by God and man 5 for if 
the obſervation of the Sabbath mult needs be Cere- 
monial becauſe ſome people cannot number the time 
by weeks, conſiſting of ſeven dayes, then our _num- 
bring of time by ſevens I be a 
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becauſe the people aforeſaid cannot ſo number time 3 
and if ſo, then you muſt not know how old you are, 
nor how your time ſpends, leſt you your felt be 
found in the pratiſe of a Ceremony 3 for you ſay, 
that thoſe are onely Morals, which all men are ina 
capacity to perform, but all cannot perform this, to 
number time by ſevens, and fo it cannot be a Moral 
thing ſo to do, it your Argument be good 3 and fo 
you muſt not pray this prayer, Teach me, O Lord, to 
wumber my dayes, that I may apply my heart to wif: 
dome; and many more ablurdities would follow, but 
too many of theſe. 

M. Ruſſell. And as for what you ſay about the, Aun- 
all Sabbaths, it is no way to the purpoſe, except in one 
MI you ſay the ſame penalty that was upon 
- Tranſgreſors of the one,was npon the tranſgreſiors of 
the other. ; 

Anſw. The penalty of death annexed to the Cere- 
monial Sabbaths, was onely inflifted by God: himſelf 
upon the Tranſgreſlors, even as he did. infli&;the p&- 
nalty of death upon ſome of the Church. of Caxiath 
for their unworthy partakiog of the Lords, Supper-3 
but the penalty of. death which is. annexed. tothe 
fourth Commandment, 'is the ſame penalty which.is 
annexed to other nine Commandments, that 1s, 
Death to be inflicted. by. the Magiſtratical Power. 5 
for all” the ten Commandments had the, penalty..of 
death upon them to be inflifted by the Magiſtzates, 
which is an evident diſtinftion. between Moral |Lawcs 
nal Taw that hath ve prey of ch gon gb 

w that hath the penalty. at: It-tg b4 
inflited by the Magiſtrate 3 and the Apoſtle confirms 
| all 
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all the penalties of the ten BIR © Rt 1 Tim. 
1. 8,9. The Law was not made for a righteous man, but 

for the lawlefs and diſobedient , for the ungodly, and 
for finners, for the unholy and profane, 7 2 murih:rers 
of Fathers, and for murtherers of Mothers, for Mun- 
Slayers, for whoremongers, for them that defile thew- 
felves with Mankinde, for Mcn:ſicalers, for lyers, aud 
for perjured perſons 5, and if there be any othir thing 
that is contrary to ſound Do@rine, Now this mult 
needs be the Law of penalties; for what Law is fit 
for Murtherers, Whoremongers, and Sodomites, but 
the Law of Penalties; but the Law as a righteous 
rule was made for righteous men 3 and the ſame A 
{tle delighted in it, Rom. 7. and in that the Apoſtle 
confirms the penal power of the Law, he confirmsthe 
commanding power of the Law; for take away the 
commanding power of a Law, and then the penalty 
ceaſeth that is annexed to that Law; and for your 
further ſatisfaction, and the ſatisfaction of all thatmay 
enquire concerning the penalty that is annexed tothe 
fourth Commandment I ſhall propound and reſolve 
a queſtion ſent to me by ſome that were oppolite to 
the Sabbath. 

Queſt. What is the penalty for Sabbath- breakers, 
aud who are the perſons that arc to inflid this penalip, 
and the true reaſon why it is not inflicted at this day t 


Anſw. The penalty is death, but it is to be inflidt- 
ed on none but wilful offenders ; for no Law of G&d 
inflicts the penalty of death for any fin of ignorance : 
The perſons that are. to _- this penalty, are + ven 

. 2 agt- 


ſuch as keep the 8abbath 
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penalty : and' the-/trut reafon-why thoſe that 
keep the $aþbath do. not inflict the penalty on thoſe 
"that profane it, is-firſt, becauſe they are no Magj- 
> ii . ſtrates, whoſe work alone it is. And ſecondly, the 
Eo light of "the Sabbath is but newly ſprung, fo that 
moſt- people are ignorant of it, and fo the penalty »T 
"s. : of death doth not reach them, any more then the pe- 
*- . ©* *- nalty of death doth reach, a man that kills another ig- 
7 | norantly,or at unawares; ſo that thoſe that keep the 
© Sabbath, are in no more capacity to inflict the penalty 
of death upon the profaners of it, then others are to 
inflict the penalties upon the tranſgreſlors of other 
Lawes : For ſuppoſe that a Member of a Church 
ſhould commit the fin of Murder, -or curſe bl Fa- 
ther or Mother, the penaltydue toſuch 1s death, and 
yet the Church is in no capacity to inflict the penalty ; 
all that they can do, is to endeavour in the Lords way 
to bring the cficnder to repentance 3 but it 1s the pro- 
per work of the Magiſtrate to inflict the penalty 3 and 
ſowe ſay of thoſe that do profane the Sabbath,we can 
but reprove, withdraw from,and reject thoſe that wil- £ 
fully profane the Sabbath, but the penalty we leave to 
the enlightned Magiſtrates, at which time there will 
be very few, if any Sabbath breakers; for if menthat 
hold every day alike can conſtantly keep the firſt day 
that hath no penalty uponit but the forfeiture of a lit- 
tle mency, whar wil! they do when their lives lye at 
ſtake? 
And behold whata ſtrong dehuſion theſe men arein 
that takz courage tobreak the fourth Commandment, 
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becauſe of 'the penalsy ; do a ey.if 6 be: af 

be in force, then the penalty 1s in farce." a” is 

lead men to ſtone one anciher : W hich conceit f 

with theſc abſurdities. "eh 
1. it makes every man a Magiſtrate, rot the . 2 

enalties of the Law, Fades. 

2. Tt inflicrs the penalty of death upon fonorant 3 v.41 

fenders, thou;zh there isno ſuch penalty duetochem. yp Mi 
3- It leads into ſin and death, to prevent death *as: *® »* + 

if it was the ſafeſt way for a child to refuſe to honour ("2040S 

his Father and Mother, becauſc thoſe that rebel againſt > + 

their Parents were to be putto death; or refuſe to ab- 

ſtain from Murder, becauſe murtherers are to be put 

to death 3 which is, asif a man ſhould run into the 

figs to keep himſelf trom buming 3 or into the water, 

to preſerve himſelf from drowning : even fo do mens 

reaſonings lead them, that count it beſt to break the 

Sabbath becauſe of the penalty ; and by the ſame way 

of rea\oning they may break all the other nine Com- 

mandments at once becaule of the penaltiesz and 

therefore let none be affrighted at the Sabbath becauſe 

of the penalty, no more then they are affrighted at the 

other ninc becaule of the penalties; for the beſt way 

to avoid the penalties of Gods Law, is to keep Gods 

Law, and nut to break it, and inthat the Sabbath hath 

the ſame penalty that the othernine have, it convince- 

ingly proves the morality of it. And thus much in 

anſwer to your Book : Read conſiderately, tremble at x 

Gods Word, take good Advice,and ſpeak your minds. 


FINIS, 


ERRATA. 


DY reaſon of the Authors abſence from the Preſs, 
there hath ſoune faults hapned, which the Curtcous 
Readeris deſired to corre. 


In the firſt Epiſtle line 2. for confuſion, res4 converfion, p.2. p for letter 
y, nature, 9g Logelie non then, r, inforce rothew, p.14.1.12. for for 
+ tis from, x, for it is far from, p.x4.1.21,22. for doth it thereſore make void 
his Law, r. Now Gods finding fault with the Covenanters doth nct make 
void bis Law, p.30, 1.48. for pou, r. you. 
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